Title: Assistant Director 


Grade: GS-17, at $13,400 

INSPECTOR VAN PELT: Although some delinquencies w.ere found 

during the inspection, the ovev-all operations were generally 
satisfactory , Mr, Belmont impressed Inspector as being hard 
driving but well liked and having a high degree of initiative, 
foresight and planning ability. He seemed to be discharging 
his responsibilities with particular competence , He advised 
he has no personal problems and is available, 

RECOMMENDATION: ~ None • , , 3trictly informative. 


Name: I A. H, Be lmonte! 
EOD November 30, 1936 
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DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION INSPECTION 
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TO 


Mr. Mohr 


DATE: June 8; 1954 


FROM : H. L. Edwards 




I 

in 

i 


K 

I 

a 


SUBJECT: NATIONALIST PARTY OF 

INTERNAL SECURITY -N 
COMMENDATION MATTER 


^j^RICO (NPPR) 

J / 

'Zwnflrmm Mt r ymil W 


On 5-26-54, 11 subjects in the above-captioned case were 
apprehended by Bureau Agents as a result of indictments returned, 
by Federal Grand Juries on 5 “25 -54, charging subjects with seditious 
conspiracy; 6 subjects were arrested in Chicago;. 4 in New York and ' 
1 in San Juan; 6 other subjects were already in custody. 


I 


f>AC Chicago by letter 5-26-54 recommend ed AS * s f 
(presently assigned- New York City) and 


be reallocated from Grade GS-10 to Grade GS-il and a fforded" 

meritorious salary increases and that SA| I be 

afforded a meritorious salary increase f or their exc ell ent. eff*r>r »ha 




Jo 6 
hlC 


in this case. According to the SAC; SA’sf 
A’ an outstanding .lob in idenfcifvincr anrt Inr 


and 


did: 


an outstanding job in identifying and locating individual NPPR 
members as well as securing valuable information concerning’ the 
organization on a nation-wide basis.. These two Agents assisted in 
the- .development, of three confidential informants- who have been of 
great value to the Ch icago Office in investigating .activities of 
the, NPPR. SA | | also assisted in handling a fourth informant 

concerning, this case-. Both Agents have performed in an outstanding 
manner in developing pertinent inf ormation .concerning the NPPR, in the 
.serving of subpoenas on NPPR members and in the apprehension of the 
subjects in the Chicago area referred- to above. They have demonstrated 
unusual skill in handling the above-mentioned informants and both 
testified in a creditable manner before the Federal Grand Jury in 
New York City concerning activities of the NPPR. SAC Chicago stated 
much of the successful coverage of the NPPR can be attributed to the 



Supervisor in„.the Chicago Office andwas responsible for the immediate 
supervision of surveillances of Chicago .NPPR members, for the 
servings of subpoenas oh certain members, and for the locating- and 
apprehension o f those members arrested in Chicago on 5-26-54. He 
stated atha SA I I had performed his duties in an excellent mariner 

andhad voluntarily contriuted many hours of overtime .in connection 
with the program. In. addition the SAC Chicago recommended . .that 

SA I |be commended by letter for his exemplary ‘services 

in handling many of the adniiriistrative details concerning the serving 
of subpoenas on numbers of the NPPR in Chicago as well as. the 
apprehension of 6 subjects. In addition the SAC recommended that a . 
general letter of Commendation be directed to the Chicago Office 
commending the othe 


be 

b7C 


EJI :bakS 9 JU 


<ys/ A £ ents who participated commendably jin this case 


CC:- 
Attachments 


w 


1954 

(Sent Direct) 
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SAC New York by teletype 6-1-54, recommended that a general 
letter of commendation be directed to the New York Office with copies 
of such letters to be placed in the personnel files of those employees 
who partici pated in the investigation, of the case in the New York 
Division. £ 


SAC San Juan by letter 5-26-54, recommend ed that SA’s 


and L 


T 


Donald 0. Whiting j 


Jreceive letters of commendation for their spenctid 


performance in apprehending one of the subjects -of the NPPR. On- 5-26-54, 
he pointed out that the arrest was made smoothly although it oc cured 
in . the midst of a stronghold of- the Nationalist Party. All of ‘the ^ 

Agents were considered to have performed with discretion and dispatch. 


Recommendations of the Domestic Intelligence Division . 


b6 

b7C 


was recommended that SA’s 


and 


In a memorandu m from, Mr. B elm ont to Mr . Boardman 6-3^54, it 

’ 1 of the Chicago Office 

'30 afforded meritorious 


be reallocated to Grdde GS-l l but th at they not 


salary increases and that SA 


Of the Chacago Office not receive 


a meritorious, salary increase but that he commended, by letter instead. 
The other recommendations of the SAC 's in Chicage, New; York, and San 
Juan concerning letters of commendation for employees irho. .participated 
in this case were- concurred in . ’It was also recommended that letters 
of commendation be directed to the Special Agents in Charge of the 
Chicago, New York and San Juan Offices . In addition it was, recommended 
that SA- Jack C., Spencer who supervised the case at the Se,at of 
Government be afforded a merito rio us salary increase and the Clerical 
employees, | ~~| andf ' ‘ 


] be commended by 


b6 
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letter for their splendid services in handling, this .case./ It was 
pointed out that SA- Spencer has supervised the case at the, Seat of 
Government since 3^1-54, and in that capacity assisted in preparing 
plans for the serving of subpoenas on NPPR members in New York and 
Chicago. He made a valuable suggestion concerning the preparation and 
use of Consent to Search Forms in connection, with the serving of 
subpoenas-. He has issued current .arid -concise instructions to the field'- 
concerning various phases of the investigation. He assisted in con- 
ferences with .members of the Department as well as in the planning 
preceding the actual arrests of the subjects as set out above .. He 
supervised arid coordinated the preparation of a brief on the NPPR for 
the possible use of the Director, in the event he should be called to 
testify bbfore a Congressional Committee.. He has v corisistently per- 
formed many hours of voluntary overtime in connection with the case.* 

He willingly gave up annual leave which had been scheduled and 
approved in order to contin ue hand lin g this m atter. It !, as also pointed 
. out that clerical employees! | and ! I had contributed a con- 

siderable amount of voluntary overtime in insuring that the cleri.cal 
and stenographic work pertaining to this case was promptly handled. 


Bureau Record of SA’s 


and Spencer 


be 

b7C 


SA 


in grade GS-10, $5750 per annum. SA 

- 2 - 


} entered on duty 2 -18-52, and is presently 
" | entered on duty 3-17-52, 
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ani is presently in Grade GS-10, $5750 per annum. Their services have 
been satisfactory and no administrative action has beer* taken against 
them. They would normally be due for consideration for reallocation td' 
Grade GS-11 on 2-18-55 and 3-17-55* respectively. SA Spencer entered 
on duty on 8-10-42, and is presently in Grade GS-13, $8560, per annum 
His services have been generally satisfactory, however, he was censured 
in 3-23-54 for a deficiency in his supervision of the case involving' 
the Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico. This deficiency involved an 
undue delay-' in disseminating information brought to the attention of 
the Bureau concerning an allegation that an attempt would be made on 
the life of a United States Senator. It will be note.d that SA Spencer 
was recommended for a: letter of commendation on April .28, 1954, as 
a result of his supervision of this case . However, in my* memorandum 
to you dated May 3* 1954, it was recommended that he not be commended 
in view of the recent administrative action taken against him in 
connection with the same case. This recommendation was approved by the 
Director. 


RECOMMENDATIONS' OP THE ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION 

In view of the foregoing it is recommended: 


b6 
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[ 


(1). That SA’s 


and 


L be reallocated from Grade GS-10, . $5750 per annum to. Grade GS; 
40 per annum and that they be advised of their reallocation in 


5 , 

the 


form of a commendatory letter. It is not felt that they sho.uld receive 
meritorious salary increases in addition to reallocation. 


be 

b7C 


(2) That SA I | not receive a meritorious 

salary increase since there is no indication that he exceeded the 
normal requirements of his position but, that he be commended by letter 
instead. 


be 

- b7C 


(3) That SA | 


be commended by letter and that 


-3- 


over 



0 


D 

Copy 6 2 

a general letter be directed to the Chicago Office commending that ■ 
SAC and the other Agents who participated in this case. 


, t 

(4) That a letter of commendation be directed to the New 
York Office commending the SAC arid the other personnel of that office 
who participated in this case . - ' ' , 


b6 

b7C 


(5) That SA«s T I. Donald 0 . 

Whiting, [ I and | I of the ~San Juan Office 

be commended by letter and that a letter be directed to the. SAC of 
that office commending him and, the office generally for the success- 
ful results accomplished ;Ln the case'.. ' 


(6) That SA Jack C. Spencer not be; afforded a meritorious 
salary increase since he was censured- .as recently as 3-23-54, in- 
connection with this same case but that he be commended by letter 
instead . * 

b6 

b7C 


rendered . 


( 7 ) Th at clerical employees,. Mrs . 

| be commended for the valuable assistance, t! 


L: 


arid 

ey 


\ 
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~ ADDENDUM : (SIZOO 6-10-54) 

* * t * 

Ir.f spite of the letter of censure which *SA Spencer received 
pn 3.-23-54, 1 believe- :a meritorious increase iswarrented in view of 
the work he did on the brief on the NPPR, his hll-round excellence 
in, the supervision .and coordination of the NPPR^investigation, and 
the contribution of his ovm time (his overtime ranged from 3 hours, 

?Zc)S nU T fi» per ^. month in April * 1954. to 5 hours, 58 minutes in March, 
I. therefore recommend’ a meritorious salary increade from 
GS-13, $8560, to GS-13, $8760. 


I also recommend letters of commendation to Assistant 
Director Belmont and Section Chief F. J. Baumgardner of the Internal- 
Security, Section in view of the effective superyision which was * 
given- NPPR- matters by Belmont and Baumgardner and the* close 
coordination which>as personally given to the apprehension of the -, 
subjects on 5-26-54' by both of these man., 


be 

b7C 


PERMANENT’ BRIEFS OF THE PERSONNEL FILES OF SA»S 
AND' SPENCER ARE ATTACHED . 


- 5 - 





February £, £QZ 3 


X 

Ur* sJcn Zh ieZr.etvh 

Federal rr,roau ef investigation, 

Washington, 3*. C* 


~s~+ ?Jr* Celzontt 


C.i 



X fid.* a carefully cc nailer cs ypur e-plcnutipn for the 
tnyroper handling of the oyoervioicn by the £e nestle Intslli** 
>,cycG Xivtaion of the investigation Cf cn attempts# derailment 
c f a vdtl&sy train near Paltinarc, Larmier*!, on January £<* 1'jzx, 
chd it is clear to me that you tec ire at fault in this tetter* 

Xt teas necessary for cc to cell to your attention the feet that' 
there t? 0 a Cisereoonc'j bety&cn published versions of the htn~ 
dXiuj f this ir.vepti % at.icn 4 th rcpooct to mho tends the arrests 
end, ca & rev It, you have near advised rs th+t the Celtimore 
ZivtSion failed to furnish you atth c Prolate ~r t d ccc%rdo f~cts 
in the first instance* Ten nooarently foiled ccnolctclu to 
setfsp the aiiudtt.cn end to challenge the details furnished yon 
ty .cat ts Itt&oro Office -until the matter vus brought to lour 
attention* 


ffits is but another ssarple of the lethargy cnd^iacU 
Of Kilert and c grasot up leadership tohieh rust bo £jk rcppccdf 
thp turoau to to maintain its hard-uon reputation and standing 
in the public sic* X shell aspect gey to bs core -attentive 
tp situations bf this turs in the future so that you millp 
recognise than yourself teCgh'ut it heer^ngjnccessar&fbr- 4 $^,- 
to bring them to your notice, I *?- [ 



Very $r&X;/ yaurc^ 


e*,n ^ikor raSi*. 
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TO : D. M., Ladd* 
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:\a. H. Belmont 
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UNITED STATES -GOVERNMENT *- - 

“ •+?- ^ 

DATE: Jama? y^0V"i953 


SUBJECT: ATTEMPTED DERAILMENT OP B & 0. TRAIN NO. 4 
UNDER B-l BRIDGE, CURTIS BAY JUNCTION 
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND, JANUARY 2R, 1953 
FEDERAL TRAIN WRECK STATUTE 
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This case first brought, to the attention Of Domestic 
Intelligence Division -by Baltimore teletype 8:45^ p.ni., 
Saturday, January 24,, 1953 i .which furnished facts and, stated 
case under investigation. Baltimore office; telephonically 
instructed, 10:55 a.ra., Sunday* January 25,. l953> to conduct 
prompt thorough investigation and to keep Bureau advised of' ‘ 
pertinent development’s'. Pacta concerning- identification of 
subjects furnished, by- Baltimore Office, by telephone at 
5:l5 January 27, 1*353* -and- by teletype* same date, 

did hot indicate that first admission b.y subject Freeman 
wqs obtained by B: & 6 Railroad Police.. Baltimore was 
d.alied evening of January 2,7* when publicity credited ■, 
police with confession of subject and reiterated facta 
previously 'furnished and stated press 'release had been 
issued,, i should have specifically -questioned Baltimore. . 
as to full faOts then* 

PURPOSE -: _ , 


To advise you . concerning the. handling of this, 
case- by the Domestic Intelligence piYision. 

DETAILS: 


By teletype at 8:45 P*m. oh ; Saturday; January 24, 
.1953, the Baltimore Office advised that Baltimore ahd Ohio 
Passenger Train No. 4 struck a -tie on the track under Bridge 
No. B-l, Curtis Bay Junction,. Baltimore, Maryland^ at. 11:03 
a. m-. that date,. This teletype; stated that investigation 
was under way* At 10:55 a.nu, Sunday, January 25:, 1953,. 
pursuant to my instructions* the Agent on Sunday duty in 
the Domestic Intelligence Division; telephonically- instructed 
the Baltimore Office that this case whoUld be investigated 
thoroughly and promptly and that the Bureau should be 
advised’ of all pertinent developments. 


£ .PRBtglg 



v. _ 



On the evening or January 27, 1953, SAC 
Alden called from Baltimore and advised the Domestic 
Intelligence Division that JOpseh Thomas Freeman, Lynn 
Bailey and Seymour Bowie had been identified as the 
subjects In this case, had been Interviewed and that 
the United, States Attorney had declined prosecution* 

In view of the fact that .Mr.^Alden desired 
to make a press release he was referred to Mr* McGuire. 
In that regard Mr. Alden advised that the facts would 
be submitted by teletype and by airtel. A. teletype 
from the Baltimore, Office at 7:41 p.m.,' January 27, 

195>3» and an airtel on the same, date furnished infor- 
mation to the effect that the subjects had been inter- 
viewed on January 27 i 1953/ by Bureau, Agents and that 
subject Freeman had admitted placing the railroad tie 
bn the track and had implicated the other two. A 
signed statement had been obtained from Freeman. The 
other two denied complicity* The facts Were presented 
to the United States Attorney who declined. None of. 
these communications furnished any Information to the 
effect that the original admission in this case from ' 
the subject Freeman had been obtained from the B & O ' 
Railroad Police. 

On the evening of January 27, 1953, I 
discussed this matter- with Mr. McGuire since it 
appeared that, the Baltimore Office had, not issued 
a press release until af ter a press' release had 
been Issued by local authorities in Baltimore • 

Pursuant to this conversation Mr* McGuire again 
talked to Mr. Alden. j 

It' was the duty of the Domestic Intelligence 
Division to get the true facts concerning this matter. 

I .should have realized from the publicity that something 
was wrong with the facts, furnished by Baltimore and 
should have immediately telephoned Baltimore to get 
complete details. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 


We have previously recommended a letter of 
censure for the Baltimore Office for failure to push 
this case, in view of my failure to properly sense, 
this situation and challenge the details furnished by 
Baltimore, I recommend that I receive a letter of - censxjp 


DIRECTORS NOTATION 
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February 26, 2953 


FmSfMAL AND GONMDFNTIAL 


c 

Hr* Alan N* Belmont 

Federal bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D* C* 


ir*+- , 


«« 4'M'H 


b Six 


Hear Hr* Belmont: 


In connection uith the natter involving 
infiltration of the United Nations by subversive 
American citizens, I have noted that the Domestic 
Intelligence Division failed to tube prompt and 
appropriate action uith respect to the inadequate 
identifying data appearing in lists containing 
names of American employees of the United Nations 
mhich were submitted by another government agency 
in January and October 1952s respectively * The 
failure to. promptly bring the attention df the 
■agency submitting these lists to the fact that 
the data contained therein was inadequate for 
'name check purposes mas inexcusable and indicates 
that you and your subordinates mere certainly 
not as alert in this instance as you should have 
been » 


X mill expect that the appropriate action 
mill be taken in your division to insure that 
matters such as this are properly handled in the 
future so that there mill be no necessity of my ~~ 
haying to again call a, delinquency of this nature -> 
to your attention* 
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MAR 2-1S$3 

COMM. P3 



John Edgar NqpvBp*'* ' ***+ 1 - 
Director 









0 RECEIPT FOE MM® PROPER^ 
FEDERAL BiElU OF IIESTIGATIOlf' 
US) SEATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
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I certify that I have received the following Government property for official use: 


I 


Raraal of Roles end Regulations I ^ 
(dated October 2l(, 1^2}- «. 


Manual of Roles and Regulations f 902 
(dated Jane 10, 19l|6) 


BUS 

QlherGovemment property vhich you hereby acknowledge 
< /is fe©rj|j| tom and you are responsible for taking . 
care of it ^returning it then its use has been 
coveted, DO W MU OR HITE OH IT OR MIME 
) IT Mil. 1 




A> Hi Belmont 

t 
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STANDARD FORM NO. H26-Revise<J 
Form prescribed by Comp. Gen., U. S. 
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April 1 9 J953 


- k'r* Man if# Belmont 

Federal Bur edit of Investigation 
Washington; i># £• 


Bear U r# ^Belmont: 


PF.nrmAL Aim conri wittat. 
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liy attention has been called to the exceedingl y rep- 
rehensible fashion in Which the loyalty investigation of \ 

I L appointee to the Office of Atciatant United states 

Attorney for the Southern Mstrict of Few fork, iocs fondled in 
the field and supervised by the Poncsttc Intelligence revision % 

The initial investigation conducted in this matter was inadequate; 
and even so the investigative report was delayed beyond the dead- 
line previously set • Yet; jaheri instructions were prepared for 
transmittal to the fork Office concerning the additional 
investigation needed; ope of your subordinates permitted this 
communication to be delayed 4tss days by his failure £o promptly 
review and approve it* 1 


It Js your responsibility to- make certain that the 
supervisory personnel in your division carry but thetr respon- 
sibilities without delay and this' was certainly not true in this 
case* I shall, expect you to take immediate measures to prevent 
any further ^delinquencies of this nature • 

. . 


Yery truly yours > 
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-Odd far 4<* fCilcte to <* -duct a 1 - cplctc ipssait^z&tjen m t*6 
fip$i t-M’dnee, raH v H acccacrs- fer Zte cr-MJ it re cc$i 
■OCitiicrd kcu£&ti---jttcn*. 
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O 


jp*, Satie? of cczojre fpp Special Jtpcnt vtZlien 
parka of * or ~ Office approved incomplete report? 

submitted bp special £ jpni Sheave* 


8* Letter of $ entire ia Cutlet U* Stanley, Chief 
of loyalty Often, efts accevtc rsapomtbiJtttp far failure to 
Pate and croaptly clear Mr~Tel to Sea Xcrp requectin? 
cddittyzol i ?psstiyatton* 


4* Since time in the ftecorde Section did not appear 
to be avoidable and responsibility Could not be fixed, no 
action raconucnded* ' . " 


be 

b 7 C 


PPUlWr - 


ty loiter dated Mcvenhc? IS, loss^ the Sets. York 
Sfftte czvtetit the fctrvcu of peri tin -hn*&t t$ric<tn remarks - 
a llcsid to- have: hem zzdc hu I V dcoietvat- tt*. c* - 

MtCriop,. -lev terk, in 13c* ir zt&ij* . sac letter &ss received, 
at the ~urcnu on 'uevcz&op lc f uz2, &:$ rescind the vecatds 
Section Vfisesttfi* is, lets* ft dfd not leave the fccetda ■ 
Section until Pecee&ar &, fcJ? 9 phen it ucs returned to. the 
Zzn&XPj Section* **tc lapsed ttze use if Slays, it of x&ich 
cere tsork Cays* #. rev tea of the search slips repeals that u 
total of si files hgd to be rcvitvcd aud that tone of tbcec 
files had acre than, enc -reference*. 17 tf the files became 
locate problems* Xhie particular letter vata a cannon nam 
like Ionia yaplan, coupled toith the fact t ere xx» no specific 
identifying data ouch as is died coed on the usual loyalty fora , * 
presented a difficult searching problem- am} accounts for the 
time taken by tffte beards Section* It i& not believed there 
txstt avoidable delay in the eser&o section* 


S 
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?.ic Lq salt# lection received tn *© tetter istih th g 
references at £&& p»«** ^>f<£0*y vcccafccr v> 
ncpeoezrg files cere eliained and reviewed cud ca S'-ctfCacv 
Cccczbe? % £?£?* a srcergaft?* in Vie ^eparfmcntt ms dictated* 
Chip mcnerar.dtzh vac transcribed cn i.ccczbcr TJ, UJ2, end cleared 
Vie C'jfisa on vcoczZer 12, X~h2* Phare ms nv Cckiy in Vita 
fgictsa of t .o oatiotm 

Cn ■Jcnczry H* Z-JC3, tia ^cgOlty i cot ten received & 
Pepzpir.ent xtczpranittsi re^iustfng a fall field investigation 
and Jessazry £1* ZJZ3, dictated a letter ta lev Tori to 
pendant? Vic fall field iorjesttyzticis* Site letter cleared 
the fzrezu vn fdr.mpg £2* 10i£* There is mo evidence of any 
delay in this photo of the pzMer*- 

rnilr.ra.Mj >ntJ prrpn_rr-Mi; ’? ) 

The tev TorZ office voder date of TSbrzzry U, ZXJp, 
an oft ted thus caps xse'ild becozc deli es-g it c-~ that a report 
Ktvld reach the t'c rezuT^rch % luff* The rezeen given oca 
n Agent to ashen assigned ^crying eh expedite w c$ec« H fay try 
tevcsle that gso *'pcnz ms verging an the case entitled 
Ctisiajp Pnran, Tarczz Tile IC2-10, jucgzlty cf CP i tzyloyeee, 
a taco cn vhich the fjreou &s£ met a deadline cf fehraerg c*.» 
JEW- 


The facto indicate, ii cncver, that the principal 
rest pa the report failed to reach the i-area * isithin the dead- 
lino me the failure vf the Age :* t$ indicate hie dictation - 
this expedite* Che Peat Torn Office gdefoed that Via rccerdo 
shear Agent *tlz%tn Xigoco eigne* $ <...- far etdattea on vebrzzry 10, 
loop, c’;tir me cestgsied a otensgrzther for Tehrmrg £0* Chiu 
cestgcr.?zt veto cancelled Cze to a shortage of <tic-:c..,rcghors 
sehich made if i.ccesocpj to Hitt dieted i'ct to expedite n,i%ters*. 
fetrzzrt; £0 can info* end the - font dec assigned a gtc\e;r pbtsr 
for the sect verb £cp r gctrxzrj Pin Vo dtctltcd from 8iZ0 p*m* 
to d$£0 p*m+ and cgsit n failed to advieh the ate ejrapicr hit 
noth vco expedite* cn fotrcarj £0$ 1*02, stc-.cgrzpiiar typed 
deling’ seat batter On- her boohs dad cm Vsbrazry VC the typed 
<5 pages on instant cu«4y Cn TriCzg, i'ezrzcry' 2? the ster'-p ranker 
mu given cjsq dap ctgirp -eatery leave far movin', vscrbcd on 
Sebrmtp 21 cad wobrasry CC, l~Z3+ Che one.? '.cnozt for this 
aezyensniory leave mo rzOt at Che tine the otenegrppher volar.- 
hepped to mr*e ^-dtargag and t^snday, j&($Cp#rOpy vlf 
febraary ££, and can naze on that uho c vld ettond a ts^peridl 


#M ^ Stp 
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X 


for her noth or 080 - recently passed ct&y*. Voder the 
Pirou^tsianccs the nieporcphcr ip net considered Qulpabte 
&&$ respoceibulitg mats solely faith Agent sfrpgaa- because 
cf hit failure to indicate hi* cfcrk «?cs expedite mhen 
resucatiz: a stenographer and then diotatiny. 

fifinrn’vtihitttft far $f*oe*~vlttte Xnrvr.ticnt.ira at hen Ttor't 

£hcn the report of Special Agent f niton Pwmn t?cp 
received at the I'ureau cn March v, J.Q&J, csd reviewed in the 
Zoydlty Cacti On j it tme deferstihed that e» important phene 
of the invcatlpatian had not both covered* lie 'original 
tcnvlainan i had sa id that Cat in, the latter putt of 1343 or 
early 1943 I I ha$ boon, dasobihfed pith tito Mar C&ntoiti0\ 
fad investigation, concerning thin allegation, boon mhpleicd 
%4 the first instance, it Ho old not. have been neecosafry to b ® 
refer the cate hook to Mias fork* tahich ultimately resulted in b7c 
a delay frpn March «* 13*3 to Catch £3 in ec-npletivy tie Case. 
Agent sthbnao to responsible for the invests qatibe report of - 
ezreh 4* Kite, report -pan approved 4n the gas fork Office htf 
milim fhizv, the therefore okupee the reepenutb $1 tty* cpcoitil 
Apdnt fhovas and oaperoipcp Cprke explain that *,•**;/ did net 
oexuside* specific inquiry Cedoerniap tap alleged caocciatien 
should be t&de facetiae bf the ftircau inatiruottoh that the 
investigation be discreetly node and further hee amte th e 
original Pepurtpcniai applicant imfeotigation »J H t ei>n~ 

ducted in ICO did net die elate my ouch use cc tot ton,. this 
paplamtioh is ccnoidercd mate* _ ‘ 

• ■* - - "• b6 

b7C 

then caked for e failure id nore 

promptly adsiea the fork Office concerning thO aid it tenet 1 ■ ' 
investigation requi red aa a resu lt $f the rddte’J in the- Loyalty 
CeoHcn, Osvzruinor I l ca«te«f- thkt he r&xtA&cm t%t* 

nutter very t mil* £* retail* intend verifies) that &e dictated 
Mr~7cl to £ta fefh on March 5» . .Xhto- Mr~*el. irmecrifad . 
m March. G r 1353. (Abstract slip sh&$n ssun »> , fo changed to 
JCurCft Wj* I \ forwarded ip hid evpervtsor* I 

■on March 0.,. &e r.est soap the £ir~7*Z cn t Zxrch- jy isnen 1 
brought it to hie Office saying, he foun d St in hie i nooning 
lea ttri return frzn etch leave* f l te tfg cn sick leave fir on 
lurch G to &,rch 11 incltiaioej* Air^Tpl van rednted i&rch 13 
&hd no nt auk ease day* 
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loyalty Lection Lpcrviaor in Chirps I 
call he went on aick Itcu*a Larch & i>o Lor eh ll* indue ice* 
then he returned ch Larch 21* ho found Air~+el to Lets 

fork 4$ hip incehin? i&z* ■£& dees apt kntx he& Zen? it Scs? 
■been there « *%c ^ sri Larch he culled hr * L* Ut 

Ltcalof tziX told hi ? t there i zero eztsa ttonp on hie desk tdiicfc 
require d hcaaX in? (in$zztif nziter me of pcarec net one of 
then), I i Geodaeo that Ltc, %toy csoi;nod eamtofte to handle 
the expedite otters ns the# cere hattdiedm b6 

Z*+ £>t*l *% tit%£ 
■oayk that cn. fetch <3. I H -teiaio&d ht% ih^t he taco 

eifck sod mold not be in until Vandal Larch 9$ that he tied a 
special conUrj thresh uhich requit ed 'hchdXi r.qt Ur* Ltaalc y - 
did not at eicn anyone to handle Ifrv l _ I Cost hat elected 
to qq three j i hie i-neoting £$? end kcpizc those -tsaitera ?e+ ■ 
qutrin? ifssediaie attention MnecXf*, be cave he checked this 
incontnp ton on Larch G, c& iksszdft Larch I?/ cn Larch IQ cn& - 
Larch ll f and did act note instant MrLfolm- Ur» Ltbnle y 
holicvea- it me probably attached ' to acne ether so, tier me 

mertpoked by bin* V* eaeufsm fail reopcnethility fgt failure 
tit get Pir-f <?| off *to ££# fork* he 

The tt . al report pn %s f all field invent ipaif on b ' 
involving |&Vte.!jt- in dated Larch &1* X$C?* me received 

*» ._ .J, ** ^ ., l "TT^““rTT“"^T J . — . . - . . V . ■* It* J&i - ... — L_ JL w ,^_i_ ^ .A _. 


involving I I Lhic.% in dated Larch #i> SUfZPpp me received 
in, the Zogaitp i-pettm, on Larch fify ZZ2& and cep tee were far* 
taarded ti the appropriate epencite on 'Larch. JCty X9~2* 


4 zuesxa M.* PLI&:? CL 2JX JJL&CSXiXt C&L&& A 

czmtert sxuxm bz&£ ml .ujww i\ Z.LX+ 
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'flv i&i'n * 


to ; MR. TOLSON 
from : H. H. CLEGG 







— sssssf^*^-s5r2^s®- , 5 s ” m 

fsmn. jsf 

* to /olio* in/iltration o/ W by g* lilt ^^can 

wrote State Department on 10/11/51 to 9 own 0U r files. State 

"v employees o/ WT in cr der to. 8ear 7/0/52 but same teas incomplete 
t furnished lists and other data on 1^/5 out ^8 ^ made . Espionage 

and inadequate for proper searc ^ . tha * t k e data furnished was 

>: Section, However, did act wrote Justice Depart- 

% {inadequate for our purposes . fspionage S| better lists /rom State. 

meat on L/P6/ e 2 and suggested lat ' 6/9/52. State Depart- 

D Justice Department wrote State *° * h t%Z/% s referred to the data 
O meat answered Justice Bep^rtmentow 7/: 9/-' "undertook to correlate 

^ .rt? «* h... 

} they could not be properlj / 7 0 / 12/2U/52 State Department 

n a*4s w-- s isr.. ./ 

|(tW£S8)L: State it understood. FBI co nst was furnished 

operations' oTCiasvs 0/ data state also declared that 

us on^/5a and in ^/{/I^^ble to ^rnish in tbe near /uture 

'a! olp&beilcS Its* »lth tdwtt/plw data. ^ !»°Ha!ed for 

not scorched ftb us because «. nL^ho rbstc^d “ 12/31/52- 

/tie bp Jomet-SA aill si of the inadequac y.o/ *M.» . . . 

Bspioji ae Section did not aavise ay'**. % 

UNESCO &st until its letter 0 / 12/30/5 • 11% / C?V/f ~ 1 ‘/-JS 


both January and October that tlsrUt&ts were y 

purposes?* ^ * • *> * 


* 


X ft * tfi^ction onvef K. ir^Braniyan.to Tas] 


yMrpe secTion j 1 ’;- h 

I^;rs3«riin owe/ *. ^IF^rV 0 Inspector a * M Hewrt 3 

t&^sgistant Director f A. Bj^mlmont. [ 

Messrs. Brctfilti&hi^Hennrich and Belmont uere • inter^ewl 
conv^i^t^fheir personal Knowledge 6f Ifsts in question an 

I J 

2 lt’te f?n<» , * V. ; , o* 

^ * - r » r Pi ** Vjl * / 


r*> n ,*»/? 
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jj "** ^ -’*r^ 

X'ff «ss£r»!«2S!i3. dated £*rch *JT # JL?*** X.V* &szdd cdattcd ' 
fh* director <U to otepo ta&ea th- ocudlia , i taftioncd itiaehti* 
tsiiicp after rccei t, cf letter fra* le& at Xtvctlor 14, 
&Z£ m director Centred advice e* to letter *& le?ar$Pcvt 
did net $o cat until ^eecPhcr IX, UiA* loiter is%* referred $6 
Xraintni 'and jtnspcetfm cn Hired W* 2«'i*3 fctjfcH • 

i;,a*r£o$i«r*a tfr'ftz rctztnttMlty for deigns r 4« •,£«£ «/ 
rotr*.*vH3o5fc a,*^J <» fteld- 

CaWdp itAimtt* fifat dcXny occurred f» fccordit 
;:,ccticn, Scot cf Vco&rnzaoU. HC3> XurU letter, Ittvt -ter 12, 

1322, reached Lcccrfo faction an t. event cr IV, 1~C3 c»4 vhs 
not returned to- Zcyalt? Ccciicn until 2&>ti&cr *., IAS* 
fls&scd ttc* m& 2:s £&i;8, XI cf vhtcT* txre e»ft> ddpd* Gtirch 

oiteo in iccta total cf 11 filed had t& £c reoicted, 1*1 of 
t'itfp Sccsze locate prehZe®*» Xt id not pee&ih&c fr&a 
nuailaVlc record# to de tcratta ardor iu uhich filed v;*ro teezied 
nor aio vo* zsscitti*' particular locate- it indtcttf^TolW, 
tea* a satf&hlc CeXv? in ZccorS* x.tctfcs. IVaterUljfretvrucd to 
Loyalt-J Cacti on fritz?, '.Wei* l, t,Af, 2zl3 Jjfin- files 
roatcuel tta# ftttysmstfjs* to ihc fcp^ptm.t dictated Vc4f*bcr J, 
1023, tra'icoritcd "cccxtar IQ, end cleared jrct, *ceczhcr 12- 
£& Ctrlcy in Uiis phase, of Hi a vuttar- 


Xopcli^ section, dictated letter /3 ii.vc Werh on 
: X, 13-3, to vt> ; Uct f 11 field &'Jcntipntivx afi 

! *> sw»^? v **5* " 'm ’* : £^Lir»'£ -"f: jf“^l Ji » i *> * 
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TO 


FBOM r 


SUBJECT: 

b 6 

*j -b / C 

Reference is made to the attached memorandum dated 
February 4, 1953 from Mr. Belmont to Mr. Ladd in which Mr . Belmont 
reviews Special Agent Supervisor Wacks’ contacts with Mr. I I 

of the Department in connection with the Owen Lattlmore Espionage - R 
and Perjury investigation. Mr. Belmont conc ludes th at My. Wacks *- 
actions in connection with his. contacts with I I had been correct 

with one exc ept! oh . namely that although Wacks did record such in- 
formation as | | f urni shed in 19 memoranda, he did not make suffi- 
cient record of other matters which came, up between him and| [ 

with the res It that „ Wacks did not. hcve a written record to fall back 
on. at this time. Mr. Belmont pointed out that Supervisor Wacks recog- 
nised this, defect as pointed out in a memorandum prepared by Wapks 
.dated February hi 1953. M r. Belmont recommended a letter of censure 
for Superv isor Wac ks fpr hi.s failure to properly r.ecprd his conver.sa- * 
tions with I L The Director requested that I review this entire 

matter and let him have a me orandum as to my recommendations for 
disciplinary action. 


MR. TOLSOR 

J. P. MOHR 

JOHN F. WACKS .. 

Special Agent Supervisor 


DATE- 2/11/53 


(&■ W ^ 



-J 


1 feel that Wacks committed a grievous err or in no t properly 
recording all of his cont acts and conversations with I I and I b6 

think that Mr-. Wacks should be disciplined for this failure*. I do. ; b7c 
feel, however, that Wacks’ Superiors should likewise be disciplined 
in connectio n with t his matter since they were aware that Wacks Was 
dealing wit h! I in connection with such ah important investigation 

.as the Owen Lattimobe case..’ Mr. Wacks* immediate superior is William 
A. Branigan, who. is in charge of the E g pionage Section. Mr. C. 0 E. 
Henprich, Inspector in Charge, £us overall supervision of the Espionage 
Section and Mr. Belmont, of course, is Assistant Director in charge 

of the division. 


1 think that Messrs,. Belmont, Hennrich an d Branig an when they 
were aware of Wacks* contacts and associations with ! 1 in con- 

nection with the Lattimore case most cert ainly sh ould have cautioned. 
Wacks as to the prope'rtiianher 8>f handling | | and insur ing that be 

Wacks was properly briefed in maintaining the contact with f^ I so 1 
that he wp^ld not become compromised. Obviously Wacks was primarily 
at fault in this instance Wy letting his! guard down in, dealing with u 
former Agent of -the Bureau who has a tendency to ingratiate himself 
with other,. According to the file., Wacks does, -have '-an, excellent record 


JPM:DWl^f*AR 



/ . 


b6 

,b7C - 


Jb6 

b7C 


V 

¥ 





in the BureauVs service- and has been handling his work in the Espionage . 
.Section in. an above - average manner. 

Accordingly, I make the following recommendations.: ' v 

1. I recommend that Special Agent Supervisor - Viacks be cen- 
sured. and placed, o n probation, for his ineptness in handling, the con- 
tacts with ! I and : in a positive manner insuring that’s .proper, 

record was maintained in; th e Bureau in, order to adequately show the 
Bureau. « s relationships With I L . 

2 i i recommend. -that Section Bhief Wilii&rn..A. Branigan and 
Messrs,' C, JE,-. Hennrich and A. H. 'Belmont b.e censured for their failure 
to rejbog nize and realize- the type of dontaAts’ tBat Wacjcs was maintain-, 
ihg -frith I I and inspie that Wacksf Was properly briefed in order to 

maintain .the Bureau »s interests during the period of this- contact. I 
tliink. Mr., Badd should likewise be censured for Bis failure to .adequately' 
sense this situation arid insure, that Wacks was properly briefed and* 

, was handling tjie bonta'ct in . a proper manner. - 1 

„ Iri. the event ydu -agreo With tpe recoimejid'ations-, the Adminis.T • 
-• trati-vb Pitisipn will, prepare the. ilecessary letters:. 


Director's notation... ' ‘ 

I concur. A-il of those to be 
cens,ure<l were ..either just out- 
played b y a smarter operator ; 

< 1 or - they were, counting 

on »a friendship I \ ) which 

didn^t exist' & should, hot- have 
been. -ass uraeid. Just because/h. man 
is, an ex-Agt*. doejsn.’t pso facto tiake 
him dependable . * 

IT. • 


To Is on* s notation. 

X agree-. 

2/12 


be 

b7C 


p 



, April 10/ 1953 

pziSrwAi* Aim caiwii&fiTiAL 


Tolsoq 

Ladd 


Q, 


Mr. Alan E* Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Washington t P* 0* 


Bear- Mr* Belmont ? 


w&euv,.v,: 

mi 


% 2i 


J-'JIS 



Lm 











I. des.ire to call gout -attention to ny dissdtis «l 
faction and extreme c oricer a wip \ regard to the delay on the 
part pf the Boston Mtvision in handling its invest igdtipe 
duties in the Joseph Woodrow Weinberg case*. I have been 
advised that a. Special Agent Supervisor in the Domestic 
intelligence Division who was responsible for seeing to it 
that the investigation tpds completed and rppprted promptly 
failed to do so • 4s Assistant Director in charge pf the 
pdnestio Inielltgenoe pivisioh you afe chargeable with 
the duty of adequately instructing and supervising your 
subordinates So that derelictions of this nature Will dot 
transpire * .. . ' ' - , - - 


m 

<r> 


The failure in this instance clearly indicates"- to ~ 
me that you have been remiss in Fulf illing ybur rasppnsih^.^ 
bflitips and 1 shall hold ypu personally accountable for~^ J * 
preventing any similar derelictions, in the .future*, vJ J- 


*-x> 

zo 


\ T 

Very i^yuly yours ^ 
3^ E3gar Hooyjyj 


oi W 

pEz^^ 3oiisnr .40 'iti^T 


John Edgar'fffoo vir 
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Nichols 
Belpoot 

Cle** 
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Geart? .. ■,.- ! V - J r / 

▼ioterfowd — * A A — 
Tele. Roofi^ 

Miss, Gandy 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


REPORT OF PERFORMANCE RATING 


0 


Name of Emplnypp? ALAN H * BELMONT 

Where Assigned: 

DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 


(Division) 

PavtoII TitU- ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

(Section, Unit) 

Rating Period: from 

S/.37 /RR 

to S/Sl fss 


* 

ADJECTIVE RATING:- 

SATISFACTORY 


Employee’s 

Initials 

Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 


Rated by: 


Asst* to the Dir . 

V//7 Ar3 

Reviewed by: 

Signature ^ 

Title 

■ — y— — : 
Date 


Jf Step^ure 6 

Title , 

. ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

Date 

Hatingapproved by: ^ 


APR 2 4 1953 


/ Signature., 


Date 




TYPE OF REPORT C?~ J - 



( Official 

(X) Aonuat . 


«, - * * 


a 


9 APR 27 


( ) (Administrative 
(?..) 60 -day 

( ) Transfer APR 401225 
(i ) Separation fronfe^rvice 


( L )~Special* 
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PERFORMANCE -RATING GUIDE 
FOR INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL 

(For use as attachment to Performance Rating Form No. pD-185) 

Name of ALAN H : BELMONT ~ ’ - _ Title Ass±stani: Dir ector 

' Rating Period: (rr &/3l/52 tn 3/31/53 - 


RATING GUIDE AND CHECK-LIST 


Note: Only those items having pertinent bearing on employee’s performance, should be rated. All employees in same salary grade should be compared. 

, Rate items as follows: 

* Outstanding (exceeding excellent and deserving special commendation). 

Satisfactory (ranging from good to excellent* but not sufficient to rate outstanding). 

— — — Unsatisfactory. 

Q No opportunity to appraise performance during rating period. 

« Guide for determining adjective rating: 

An 'Outstanding’ rating cannot be justified unless alPelements rated are ‘plus’, and In addition, of course, supporting comments must comply with the requirements 
as set out on the reverse of form FD-185. \ ^ . 

So far as Satisfactory* and ‘Unsatisfactory* ratings are concerned, it is impossible to provide a mechanical formula for computing the various ‘plus’, check , and-i minus 
marks because such would presume equal weight for all elements rated/Good judgment must be exercised to insure that the adjective rating is reasonable in the 
light of the elements rated. All minus marks must be supported by narrative detail, .and of course, alt'Unsatisfactory! ratings must comply with the requirements as 
set out on the reverse of form FD-185. . 


r (l) Personal appearance. 

(2) Personality and effectiveness of his personal contacts. 

.rib (3) Attitude (including dependability, cooperative ness, loyalty, 
enthusiasm, amenability and willingness to equitably 
share work load). 

*L^i) Physical fitness (including health, energy, stamina). 

(5) Resourcefulness and ingenuity. 

(§) Forcefulness and aggressiveness as required.. 

(7) Judgment, including common sense, ability to arrive at proper 
conclusions; ability to define objectives. 

(8) Initiative and the taking of appropriate action on own 

responsibility. 

dt-J(9) Planning ability and its application to the work. 

Accuracy -and attention to pertinent detail. 
r#s»(ll) Industry, including energetic consistent application to duties. 
(12) Productivity, including amount of acceptable work produced 
and rate of progress on or completion .of assignments. Also 
consider adherence to deadlines unless failure to meet is 
attributable to causes beyond employee’s control. * 

.(13) Knowledge of duties, instructions, rules and regulations, in- 
cluding readiness of comprehension and ‘know Kow’ of 
. , application. 

_(14) Technical or mechanical skills. 

i^(l5) Investigative ability and results: 

— (a) Internal security cases 

fb) Criminal or general investigative cases 

- - (c) Fugitive cases 

(d)*Applicant cases 

r — (e) Accounting cases 

£(16) Physical surveillance ability. 


. (17) Firearms ability. 

^ (18) Development of informants and sources of- information. 

.dT (19) Reporting ability: 

* (a) Investigative reports 

fb). Summary reports: 

-=£.(c) Memos, letters, wires ^ 

(Consider: conciseness; —clarity organization; 

1 _i thoroughness; —accuracy; : adequacy and perti- 

i n’ency of leads;— administrative. detail.) 

_£_(20) Performance as a witness. 

1) Executive ability: * 

(aV Leadership ' 1 

rfb) Ability to handle^ personnel 
- (cj Planning ^ ^ 

(d) Making decisions 
) Assignment of work. 

) Training subordinates 
^Devising procedures 
% i Emotional stability * 

-Promoting high morale 
— i^(j) Getting results 

, (22) Ability on raids and dangerous assignments:. 

. — (a) As leader 
.-z— (b) 4 As participant 

i (23) Organizational . interest, such as making of suggestions for 
improvement. 

’ (24) Ability to work under pressure. 

. (25) Miscellaneous. < Specify and rate: 


Specify general nature of assignment during most of rating period (such as security, criminal, applicant squad, or as resident Agent, supervisor, instruc- 
tor, etc.): security - - - 


B. Specify employee’s most noteworthy special talents (such as investigator, desk man, research,' instructor, speaker): : 

executive administrator . . : 

G (1) Is employee available for general assignment wherever needs of service requireTijgjl (If answer is not ‘yes’, explain in narrative comments.) - 
(2) Is employee available for special assignment wherever needs of service require? jC-CS (If answer is not yes , explain fin narrative comments.) 

D. Has employee had any abnormal sick leave record during rating period?-^. (If so, explain in narrative comments.) 


ADJECTIVE RATING : : SATISFA CTOJiL : . 

Outstanding; Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



0 0 


April 15, 1953 


Mr, Belmont has been Assistant Director in 
charge of the Domestic Intelligence Division during 
the period of this efficiency rating, 

\Mr • Belmont is a hard-working, conscientious 
employee, and has devoted long hours to the Bureau's 
work. He has good judgment, initiative, and has done 
a very good job of planning the work of the Domestic 
Intelligence Division,) 

\ During the ra ting period he rec eived a numbe r 
of__ letters o.r censure J'or th e 7faJ2u.ne~~Orfe-tke~Domes-tic 
'Intel'ligen ceDTvTsToh to pr obe r 1 u _j$_up.eJiv.i.s.e—indS.v-Uiuarl 
cji§^r~~Be’lmontr^acxrep~ts criticism readily and endeavors 
to improve himself as a result of such criticism. He 
is well liked by the employees under his direction 
and spends considerable time in the directi on and 
development of the supervisors in his Divisi on. 
Altogether his services are satisfactory it 
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SUBJECT: 


MR, GLA7IN 
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JOSEPH fOODROf HEI HE ERG 
INTERVAL SECURITY - R 
PERJURY 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

date: April 6, 1953^~ 
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SYNOPSIS: 



who stated 


The Boston Of,fice on 3/20/53 interviewed 

I T V I a - • j. r> L.. l _ 


Communist Party meetings with ieinberg 


was set out 


during 1940 and 1941 j. The lead to interview \ 

in Los Angeles report dated 1/20/53. Veinberg was tried for perjury 
beginning on 2/24/53 and was acquitted on 3/5/53. One count on which 
he was tried alleged he had lied when he denied unde r oath that he was 
a member of the Communist Party and the testimony o/[ | would 


have been pertinent to this count. Bureau letter of 1/28/53 to San 
Francisco , with copies to other offices including Boston , instructed 
all outstanding investigation must be completed and reported to the 
Bureau by 2/10/53, 

Also, the Los Angeles Office failed to designate a copy of 
its report for San Francisco although a lead was set out for San 
Francisco. This omission was discovered at the Bureau on 3/20/53 and 


'b6 

b7C 


en issued to have San Fra ncisco 
results of the interview of[_ 


handle its lead 
have been 


instructions have bej 
immediately. The 
given the Criminal Division. 

(j 0 1 iviooo-mi 

Ses ppnsibilitu \ of the Domestic Intelligence Division - Supervisor 
Jameu^UusMahon supervised the case in the Domestic Intelligence , 
LivisionlX reviewed the Los Angeles report, and! entered the lead far^ihe 
Boston Office on work sheets he was maintaining to assist him in 
following the case, j He directed a letter to the field, including 
Boston, instructing them to cover all leads and report them by 2/10/53 
but he otherwise failed to follow to insure that the- Boston lead was 
covered He also failed to note that Los Angeles had not designated 
copies : bf its-repoTt for San Frariiisbof ISA McMahon offers nop'/fti'U 
for his oversight and expresses deep and sincere regret for- any 
resulting embarrassment . He points out it was not caused, by any lack 
of interest or unwillingness on his part to do a good job and throughout 
the entire investigation he sincerely tried to adequately supervise the 


Attachment 
cc - Mr, Belmont 
MtJtr. Clegg 
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cose. He pointed out that an estimated one thousand individuals were 
interviewed during the course of the investigation and because of its 
extensiveness and the pace necessary to complete it, the investinaiion 
was conducted u nder considera ble pressure ; also the Bureau had no prior 


indication thotf 
Communist sympatni zer , 


mas a Comuni st Party member or even a 
. . Inspector Hennrich pointed out that McMahon 

made d genuine effort to supervise the case, working long and hard 
hours, and his overtime for February was 3 hours and 47 minutes and 
for January, 2 hours and 28 minutes a day. 


Separate memoranda are being submitted with respect to the 
responsibility in other divisions in this case , 


RECOMMEHMTI OHS : 


The Domestic Intelligence Division recommends that Supervisor 
James E. McMahon be censured and placed on probation for his failure 
to have followed further on the coverage of the Boston lead. The 
Administrative Division concurs. 



be 
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Tty Admihistrati ve Division further recomends that letters 

°/JZ 8lir i ! t reCt J d t°, Secnon chie f Branigan, Inspector Hennrich, 
and Assistant Director Belmont in view of their over-all responsibility 
for the proper supervision of this case, w 
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DETAILS: 


The report of SA William C. Patterson dated 1/20/53 at 
Los Angeles set out a lead for the Boston Division to interview 
2 ~ |, This lead m s not covered by the 

Boston Office until 3/20/53 at which time \ ] furnished a 


signed statement to the effect that \ I Communist Party 

meetings with Weinberg during 1940 and 1941, In the meantime, 
Weinberg had been tried in U. S. District Court at Washington, D, C,, 
for perjury and he was acguitted on 3/5/53, One count on which 
Weinberg ires tried alleged that he lied under o ath when he de nied 


Communist Party membership and the testimony o/[ 

have been pertinent to this count of the indictment. 


would 


SA Patterson had also set out an investigative lead in 
the same report for the San Francisco Office but failed to designate 
copies of the report for San Francisco, This omission was first 
discovered by Domestic Intelligence Supervisor McMahon on 3/20/53, 
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IntelliaenTe *° r Janes E - McMahon of the Domestic 

eiiigence Division, who was supervi 3 i no the Weinbera cate yh -n 0 r* + ** 

a letter to San Francisco, with copies for other interesttd ’of Art, 

BEMSSMB 1 - j “ «“^ss.^s.ra-“s , sss iriv - 

■ +h „ , m V} the exception of the instruction fixing the deadline 

t ^ e l B + D harW1,Se dealt exclusively with instructions for t nils it 

JB^DPONDl BI LI TY 0 F_ THE DOMESTIC INTELLL GENCE PI VI SI OM ; 

by SA .SupefvtsTTaZl TfLZLtT XnisZcZaflfeZli °a{ ZsZ^dlZ 

m Washington by an attorney or the rrimi„„7 n? ? • trial was handled 
representative of the U . 3 ? Attorney* s OfftcJ* 't+* X ° n together with a 

- •*£ swattis 

Hu.ZTlVZtZZof l%a%3 C to r tl dirTt e 7l ain9 h “* CO ® e ' ***•*•» 

ith copies to other offices tno ludiZ nZtf° 7 5? Francisco Office, 

' reference to the Los Angeles report. 9 The let% erf 7,7 3 i***" made 

ZbZt S iZ r ZtZt7inftpiZ C f7i e tt r 11 ° u Z' tandin 9 inleltilatio^ind 

prH r *ZZ% ‘ le tleZofU fll/Z ZZZcZyZfl^ 

immediately conducting inuesti aati on nT’VD' 8 ' 1 bl ) e ne °essity for 

time scheduled to begin on S/sI/Vb. * Ae aub J e °*’ 3 trial was at that 

vision of 7hA\i 9 sT\77fdZn7i\ 9 o iVi l 9 H° ae “ttention to the super - 

met the deadline and subseq/ently* did° not* evtf submit* i + °^ tce had hot 
to Yeinbera*s trini /-„ ° . t' no * sven submit its report prior 

to designate copies* of the reporVfo^Sa^Franri^^ 6 L ° 3 An 9 e2ea Office 
Super vi sor McMahon uHtil 2/2(?/s? nf+^-n +h Franciaco was not detected by 
nation at which t ime McMahon 'not e/+Z ft re , cei Pt °f the Boston infer-, 
it to the attention JfZf Hennriohf Angeles omission and cal led 
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SA McMahon states that he has no desire to alibi for not 
further following Boston to see that the lead was covered prior to 
the trial. The error was on oversight and most certainly was not 
caused by any lack of interest or unwillingness on his part to attempt 
to do a good job. McMahon said he deeply and most sincerely regrets 
any embarrassment that may occur as a result of this jailure. He 
mentions the fact that this case involved a most extensive investigation 
running from 1944 and practically every conceivable investigative 
technigue was utilise d and hundreds of leads developed as a result , 

In preparing the case for prosecution, McMahon estimates one thousand 
individuals were interviewed, including one hundred known Communist 
Party members. Because of the wide scope of the investi gation and 
pace that was necessary, the investi gation was conducted unaer 
considerable pressure. Throughout the entire investigation, McMahon 
says he sincerely tried to adequately supervise the case and discharge 
his responsibilities. He also says that the Bureau had no previous 


was a Communist Party member or even a 




information that 

Communist sympathiser. 

,l Section Chief William A. branigan of the Espionage Section 

states that throughout the entire 'lehberg investigation, he was in 
close contact with Supervisor McMahon as to the developments and progress 
in the case, A regular check was made with McMahon concerning the 
outstanding leads and the progress which was being made for completion. 
Mr. Branigan states he did not, of course, see the Los .-.ngeles report 
of I/20/53 setting out the specific lead jor Boston and had no 
knowledge of that specific lead, Branigan had impressed upon Supervisor 
McMahon on numerous occasions the importance of the case from the 
Bureau's viewpoint and he had discussed with McMahon the following oj 
leads to insure that the field was covering them, Branigan knew that 
McMahon had set up a system for following the leads in order to insure 
that they would be covered. 

C.£,V 

Mr. J Hennrich points out that the importance of this case 
was well rec/inized in the Domestic Intelligence Division and on a 
number of occisions particular problems were discussed in detail by 
Mr. Belmont , Mr, Hennrich, Mr, Branigan, and Supervisor McMahon and 
on other occasions Mr, Hennrich had numerous discussions with Branigan 
and McMahon, The Los Angeles report carrying the specific lead for 
Boston was not brought to Mr, Hennrich’s attention or to Mr. Belmont's 
attention, it being the responsibility of the supervisor insofar as 
the Seat of Government is concerned to handle the administrative 
etails of seeing to it that the various leads were covered, Messrs, 
elmont, Hennrich, and Branigan all recognise the responsibility for 
toe proper functioning of all phases of the 
Sorts of the Domestic Intelligence Division. 


uork in their respective 


The recommendations of the Administrative Division are set 
out at the conclusion of the synopsis. 


PERMANENT BRIEF OF THE PERSONNEL FILE OF SA McMAHON IS ATTACHED. 



j, DEC LAS S I F I CAT I OH^jJJTHO B.I T Y DERIVED FE.OH: 

OFFICE MEMORANDUM - UNITE/TfTATES GOVERNMENT* automatic dfflyssiFicATioir guide 

DATE 09-22-201*5^ 


MR. TOLSON 


DATE t 


May 6, 1953 


Fneio fi. *C£ql H.B.-PLESS C 

ics & v. 

SUBJECT :!$& 4^1 I 

Qu7il-}X* -~^<QrEWARK CONFIDENTIAL &0 URCE 

- nj 


7PSIS 


Mm /t.BefasM- 


The Director instructed on 4/30/53 that a,, check be made into, the b7D 
isysiem of handling Jenner Committ ee testimony * This was an outgrowth of 
the appearances of \ \ before that Committee • 

I I was investigated by the Bureau in 1944 as d Security Matter~C 

and Selective Service Subject * He resided in I I at the time and b7D 



State Department dispatches made’ available to the Washington Field 
Office b y the Passport Division of the State Department, reflected that oh 
9/21/51 , 1 L 

and requested permission to resume residence in the U nited States * I IT 

at that time 3 stated he joined the Communist Parti i in I [fee 

and paid' dues until 1945 when he went to work for I l« A b ^ c 

desp atch, dated October 1. 1951. repor ts the interview of | | b7D 

wit h I \, in which he noted the possibility that 

the and that higher authorities in the 

Communist organisation desired their return to the United States to support 
the Communist cause in the United States * 

, , r , m 

The Ion 2/1/52 and were interviewed [by | It# . 

on 2/5/52 when I I admitted joining the Communist Party - USAy^j 

ormer.[ H. and 

that I ‘ | but disillusioned as to Communist / m 

practices tn T t Copies of the St at e Department dispatches, m entioned v/ 

above were forwarded to Newark on 11/12/51 and the res ult-s—o^the J^ 
interview were forwarded to Newark on 2/28/52 * | 

The | | arrived in New York Ci tv^on 2/l 7/52j and*were .interv iewed 

aboard the shin b riefly by Bureau Age nts* 1 I took upnres Sdenc e i n i '^ T 

I has been intervi,ewed\ | being present "" 

on two o ccasion s . fry Agents of the Newark Office » The t Bureau, : fijL e does not 
indicate I I was ever thoroughly and completely intervieweh^abo'ut}.dll l ^f 

his Communist activities * . a . t / / rt j C -A sw 

FES: EDM / wl y/Jj rf/jUsA.* -bJj $1 G^^\J rf' ~ 

JEM: MBS' W1 ^ /T^' -i>^T b6 - ^sCw.mm 

a«i/p5i953 m 


mm 
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On none of these occasions was he ever ask ed whether he had ever engaged 


in espionage* On 


] zoos' des ignated as a confidential 


confid 

source of the Newark Office • No contact o.f \ I 2/21/52 to 10/2/52* 


I before 

the Jenner Committee in executive session • Be also appeared in '.executive 
se ssion on March 3 1. 1953 , and in open session before the Committee 
on [ 1 ~ 

191 
in \ 


On [ 
enx 

V w y on 

I ~1 > He testifie d on February 13. 1953 and April 28. 

53 j that wh ile' working at the f 


1 during 1943 and 1945 . I 


we re done at the" r 
to\ 


equest of one 


~L and that I 


j actions 


] 


the Smith Act * 


and, on January 21, 1953, [ 

Sh 


\was deported 


was convicted under 


Ifros sub sequently admitted to Bureau Agents that j 3 ® 
this story was falq e* I \ also t estified that while employed by 


from 2941 to 1943, he , gave to |_ 


T 


] 


] r&tra&tAd b/2/bd. 


A copy of the testimony was obtained 1 - from the Committee by Mr, 

L, Z* LaiigHlih, of the Domestic Intelligence; Divisi.oh on February 25 y 

1953 * Newark bad requested thart this be done ip an Air tel dated 

Febpuqr.y 12, 1953* This, request was. sent to Supervisor \ , 

of theS/ecurity lnformant .De sk in th e Domestic Intelligence jjivtsion. 


inasmuch a s he supervised the 


testimony 


Jcose &s a cohfidential source* Mr* 


then made the request f or Mr* Laiiah lin to obta in the 


Ion either 
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The testimony was received- by Mr* 

February 25 or February 26, 1953* He .had photostats .of this testimony 
prepared , reviewed the testimony,- to determine' .if any security informants 
had been exposed, and on March 9, 1953, he transmitted a copy of the 
testimony to Newark with instructions: to ■■ review the testimony, be certain 
that hone of the informants would be; exposed if the testimony became 
public', be certain- that th e i.nform ati on contai ned therein had already 
beep 'furnished to Newark i>z/ l L . and that the appropriate action 

relative to this information be taken* This letter instructed that 
the reqults of this, re view should be furnished : to the Bureau in the 


b6 
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immediate future * Mr* | | set his tickler for May 1, 1953, and 

then noted on a memorandum on which a copy of the testimony. -was attached 
that a photostat of the testimony had been sent to Newark for review 
and .appropriate action* He then ’ routed this memorandum to Superv isor- 
W* A. Brant a an. Chief of the Espionage Section /, Supervisor I I 

A of the Internal Security Section, who formerly supervised 

the I l ease as a Security Matter sub feet; and Supervisor J* F* Bland, 

of the Internal Security Section * who handled front organisations . i nas - 
much os | 


Supervisor Si B» Dohqhoe, Nxpuber 1 Man in the Espionage Section , t 
reviewed, the -testimony ■ and initialed the memorandum for Mr* Branigan* 
Action was not taken by Donahoe concerning the espionage, allegation 
because he noted that Newark had already been instructed to take 
appropriate action* He routed the memorandum and testimony to t he Front 
Office in the Domestic Intelligence Divis ioni^sp^t-h^tjrf2^ appropriate 


- 5 . 



o 
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officials -there could note- that Newark had already been requested to 
take* action; to ffuperuieor l I of the Espionage Se ction b ecause 

Harisiades was mentioned in the testimony and he knew that I I handled 

I v to Supervisor J. W., Kiino of th e Espionage Section , who 

handles | I contained relevant 

information about such matters . I I init ialed the me morandum after 

de terminin g from a review of the files that \ 1 had been deported 

to I I in late 1952; Kuno initialed the memorandum without taking 

any further action' because he did not believe the facts constituted be 
espionage o N$ recognised that I I was probably making up the b?c 

testimony and he noted that instruc tions had al ready been sent to b7D 

Newark to, t ake appropri ate .action* | I initialed the memorandum 
because the I I had not been on his desk for fifteen months , the 

testimony related principally to espionage which would be handled by 
the Espionage Section, and he noted that instructio ns had -previousl y 
been issued to Newark about the matter • Supervisor I I 

initialed the memorandum for J. F. Bland because a review of the 

I had previously been furnished to the Bureau by the 
Newark Office on Februa ry 3, 1 953, in wh ich they set forth information 
given to that .office by\ I then saw that no action was 

necessary concerning thi3 phase of the testimony • 

There was no foTlow-up by the Bureau to expedite the handling of 
the letter of March 9, 1953; o r to furnish any specific instruction s 
concerning the handling of the | | until 

Mr . Kuno f s te lephone call of April aa, imps, sne gave oj vne puouc b6 
appearance of | Oh Apri l 13, 1953, o b 7 c 

lett er was sent to [ instructing biu 
that | I not learn that hijs executive testimony was known outside of 

the Committee • 

Mr . | stated lie se nt the testimony to Newark to alert 

the office to the possibility of I ~1 having named an informant, 
confidential sourcej_oh_potential informant; to permit the evaluation of 
the reliability of I \ - and to alert Newark to -bake, all necessary be 

action with respeci to the information furnished . He set a 50-day b7c 

tickler, as he saw no immediate urgency in the matter . He .ho w states b/D 
that he realises it should have :been followed more closely • | I. 

further states that at the time he sent Newark the letter dated March y, 
1953, he was considering the matter from the . confidential .source 
standpoint and not the. espiondge standpoint, 'and' he felt that by routing 
the testimony to the Espionage. Section it would receive appropriate 
attention there • 


Newark received a photostat of the testimony on March 11, 1953 » No 
actio n was taken concerning it until April 14, 1953, when Aaent T 
I gave it to the Newark Stenographers , r Pool to have copies 
typed . SA | 1 has advised that he read the testimony prior to b6 ^ 

sending it to the Stenographers 1 Pool byt had not fully dig.ested it 


fX:- 


*' it t CS" 
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] concerning it until 


and deemed it advisable not to 

th e testimony was fully evaluated * He further stated that in view 
<of | I in replying to questions during the 


several interviews , 


was never questioned directly about any 


b2 

b6 
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espionage , sabotage ,■ or related activities on his part • 


Testimony of the UcCarran Committee (predecessor of the Jenner 
Committee) was handled by a special squad in the Liaison Section 
of the domestic Intelligence division • This squad had the 
responsibility to see that the necessary action was taken and follow 



be 


No one at the Seat of Govern ment wa s specifically given •the 


b7D 


responsibility for reviewing the 
to Newark for that purpose * 


testimony and it wps sent 


The direptor inquired in connection with the setting of the 
tickler on the letter to Newark of March 9, 1953 to May 1, 1953, 

"Is - it customary to set up follow-ups nearly 2 months later?" Ticklers 
on the Security Informant desk are set from one day to six months 
depending on the circumstance * This particular tickler should have 
been • set for a much shorter time ■ than SO days* The plans for setting 
of other ticklers appear to be proper *, 


It is noted the Executive Session, testimony of the Jenner Committee 
was received by the Bureau on February 25, 1953* Th,e Bureau did 
not de termine that part of the contents were false until May 2, 1953* 

I appeared before Public Session of the Committee on April 28, 

1953 and repeated the false story* Thus, the Bureau is in the 
position of not determining it was false until after the public 
appearance * 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 


SPECIAL AGENT. NEWARK OFFICE \ 

Because of the following weaknesses t 

2* Failure to interview I ~~l generally about Espionage activity 

on his part from 2/17/52 until 4/38/53 3 dur ing wh ich time b6 
| | was interviewed twelve times by Agent I l b 7 c 


Failure to request Bureau authority to interview I I during 

the period from 2/21/52 to 8/26/52 during which t ime New ark 
was supposed to be endeavoring to further develop I I with 

the ul t-imate • aim of qualifying him , as a Security Informant • 

( I was on annual leave and at In-Service from 7/7/52 throuah 
8/8/52 ). 


the Training and Inspection and the Administrative Divisions r ecommendt 
A « Letter of censure 
5. Probation 

0 * Suspension for fifteen days 
D* Removal from Security work 

b6 

E . Disciplinary transfer hie 

F • SA | 1 was considered for reallocation to Grade GS-11 in July 

1952 y but was passed over at that time in view of a letter of 
censure received by, him in May 1951 for failure to pass an 
Inspector’s examination • It is recommended^ that his reallocation 
to Grade GS-11 be deferred for an additional six months t at which 
time it should again be considered • 

■bo 

b7C 

G» Inasmuch as Mr . Stein will start an inspection of the Newark 
Off to 6 next weeky he will be instructed to give very careful 
attention to an analysis of all of Agent \ ~1 work and submit 

a special summary to ttye Bureau with recommendations » 
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In connection with the recommended action , 
Pittsburgh , his first office of assignment , 



1 arrived in 

9/10/50 and has 


be 

hi 


been in Newark since 7/1/51 . He is presently in Grade GS-10 


As a veteran with more than one year of Bureau service, he is 
entitled to the advance written notices provided under the 
Veterans 1 Preference Act in the event he should be involuntarily 
separated , reduced in grade and salary , or suspended for more 
than thirty, days , 


5, I I 

NOW ASSIGNED AT THE SEAT OF GOVERNMENT 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE D IVISIO N 
WAS SUPERVISOR OF AGENT \ \ lN NEWARK 
FROM A PERIOD BEFORE THE CASE STARTED 
UNTIL 4 /I 9/52 

1. Because Mr, | I did not see to it that I l ioaa thoroughly 

interviewed after his arrival in the United States covering 
Espionage and all other topics of pertinency, the Training and 
Inspection Division and the Administrative Division recommend t 


Jo 6 
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A', Letter of censure 
B . Probation, 


bo 

b7C 


3L 

Because I I had supervision „ of this case for only a months 

ai its very inception without any effort to absolve him of his 
responsibili ty , it nev erthe less app ears his weakness i s not as 
great as Mr, I L Mr . | 1 succeeded I I as 

Supervisor in the Newark Office. 


3: [ 


SUPERVISOR OF AGENT I I 
IN THE NEWARK OFFICE 
FROM 3/23/52 UNTIL 10 / 31/ 52 
(REMOVED FROM HIS SUPERVISORY POSITION 
AT BUREAU INSTRUCTION ) 


b6 

b7C 
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Turner is charged with the following delinquencies : 



1. Failure to see that I I interviewed I I during ihe period 

4 / 19/52 until 10/2/52 , the period when no contact was made with 
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[ 


1 although the Newark Office was supposed to be further 


b7D 


developing him with the ultimate aim of making him a Security 
Informant . — ---- - , 

, , s .* 

2»Failure to see that I I was thoroughly/ ^ijtk&Tvi.ewed as id Espionage 

and dll other information in his possession during the above 
stated period • 


T%e Training and Inspection Division and the Administrative Division 
recommend i 


A . Letter of censure 
3. Probation . 


Jo 6 

b7C 

b7D 


In his capacity as Supervisor of the Security Desk, 
is charged witht 


4. I _ 1 

SUPERVISOR OF THE SECURITY DESK 

IN THE NEWARK OFFICE SINCE NOVEMBER 6, 1952 


1, Supervisory failure to see to it that Aaent V \ promptly 

and adequately handled the Executive Searing testimony of the 
Jenher Committee which was received in the Newark Office 3 /ll/53 
and had not been handled as of April 28, 1953, when ] \ made a 

public appearance before the Jenner Committee • 

2 • While in supervisory capacity he failed to ma ke certain that Agent 


3. Failed to see to it that a lead was set out to check with 

Immigration and Nat uralisation Service in New York concerning 
interview of \ I by that agency which occurred prior to 
October 2, 1952 (exact date unknown )• 

Because of the weaknesses above, the Training and Inspection Division and 
the Administrative Division recommend : 

be 

A • Letter of censure b?c 

B . Probation 


C, 


Consideration was given to recommending that 
as a Field Supervisor for his inadequacies ; 


I be removed 

however, al though 



- 7 - 



o 


o 


l 

t 


•bo 

b7C 


he did not get the desired results t ASen\ f 
acquainted ! I toitft th e alleged Espionage . 

been mishandled prior to I I taking it over and the 


at no time 
The case had 


]»jr[ 


in an 



record shows frequent counseling of \_ , 

aggressive manner . Therefore, in view of the fact that Mr* Stein 
will start an inspection of the N ewark Of fice next week, it is 
not recommended at this time that \ \ be removed • However , 

Inspector Stein will , if approved conduct a most careful analysis 
of f | work and Security Squad operations and submit a 

special report with recommendations at the conclusion of the 
inspection . 


5^ 


DONALD S. HOSTETTER 

SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE. NEWARK 


Hostetter has been SAC at Newark since 2/19/53 • Because 
of his responsibility for the over-all administration of 
the Newark Offi ce and t he necessity of him seeing to it ^ 


that Supervisor 


E 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


of the Security D esk was performing 


adequately and becaus e of weaknesses on the part of SA 
I L mentioned above ^ of th4 Newark Div ision du ring the 
period that Hostetter was SACj including I I failur e to 

promptly and adequately handle Jenner testimony received 
in Newark on 3/ll/53 with instructions to immediately handle « 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 


A « Letter of censure ♦ 

5# Hostetter is currently on probation for delinquencies^ 
discovered in the inspection of the Boston Division in 
February 1953 o 


8. [ 


L 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


SPECIAL AGENT. DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 
2. .4s Super visor of th e Security Informant Desk (assig ned 


6/16/50) [ 


had responsibility in the Q 


and weaknesses are attributed to him as' follows: 


Jcase 



8 - 



/ 


o 


o 


b6 

b7C 


(l) Upon receipt of Executive Commi ttee testim ony from 


Inspector I>aughlin 3 2/25-26/53, [ I sent ^ 

the Newark Field Division for review and handling^ 
by Newark . This is a matter of judgment; however, in 
the Inspector ; s opinion it is not believed the full burden 
should have been placed on Newark . He failed to give 
Newark a deadline for the handling of this matter although 
he did instruct that it be handled immedi ately, and he 
issued' appropriate caution • 


be 

b7C 


(2) Prior to dispatching the above testimony to Newark on 


3/9/53 , [ 


failed to' consult with the Espionage 
Section concerning possible instructions to Newark to 
make inquiry into the Espionage phase of the matter, 
although he did route the testimony to the Espionage 
supervisors for their attention after the Newark letter 
had gone out • 


b6 

b7C 


(3) Being aware that the Jenner Committee testimony of 

2/13/53 had not been p reviously reviewed at the Seat of 

r I 1 * • >» l » * -I • L * ( > ^ ' 1. •* ^ 1. . u * 


Government, 


did not initiate action which would 


have resulted in the fixing of r esponsibility for detailed 
review and pinpointing of the testimony • 


be 

b7C 


(4) 


set up a 50-day tickler to f ollow, the Newark 
VffTce—as to the review and handling of Jenner Committee 
testimony and his judgment is weak in that a shorter 
tickler should have been set because of the importance 
of this matter • 


had responsibility for superyisingr[ 
confidential source as of 10/27/52 • 


as a 


be 

b7C 

b7D 


has a very satisfactory record in the Bureau • He had 
never before handled any Jenner Committee testimony . 


The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 

A • letter of censure • 

B» Probation 





1 



J 


o 


o 


SUPERVISOR , INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



h6 

hlC 

b7D 


Mr* | ~| had supervisory responsibility over the I I matter 

from the letter of Newark dated 3/17/52 until late October 1952 e 


1 . 


I I did not c hallenge the inadequacies of interviews 

1* _ . A I M 1 A A A • * • « * t I 


by Agent I 

of the Newark Office nor did he insist 

on a thorough 

1 bv Newark • 


The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 

A • Letter of censure • 


I | 

SUPERVISOR, INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

| | initialed a memorandum of 2/25/53 prepared by Mr » 

Laughlin reporting receipt of the Jenner Committe-e testimony at the 
Bureau and bearing an addendum that Newark ■ had been instructed to 
review and take- appropriate action in c 9fe n 8££i on Mith the testimony • 
This t estimony was routed to him becdu se/tneor iafnal intervi ew with 
l whic h was he ld on 2/17/52 , uvon I I return to the United 

States from I ! >' He took- no action in regard to this testimony 

to see that it was handled by Newark inasmuch as this case had not been 
on his desk for 15 months and he had no responsibility in connection 
with - the case, 'and it had already been routed through the Espionage 
Section • 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


The Training 
Division recommend: 

No action as 


& Inspection Division apd the Administrative 


to 


h6 

hJC 
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o 


/• 


SUPERVISOR, INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



b6 

b7C 


Mr* | | received "the lenner Commi ttee testimony under very 

much the sane circumstances as Mr* | I above and upon receipt 

thereof , he checked the file, saw that no action was necessary and 
that all IWO natters, for which he has primary responsibility, were 
adequately handled and no further action was required on his part • 


The Training & Inspection Division and 
Division recommend i 

No action as to I |» 


the Administration 

b6 

b7C 


b€ 

10* EDWARD B * REDDY b7c 

SUPERVISOR, INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION b7D 

DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

- 

The testimony was routed to M r* Reddy inasmuch as he handled 
Smith Act Matters nnd \ I. a Smith Act subj ect, was mentioned 

in the testimony* A review of the f ile by Reddy reflected all uction 
had been properly taken and I I had been convicted of a Smith Act 

violation* 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrativ e 
Division recommend t 

No action as to Reddy* 


■11* FRED J * BAUMGARDNER 

CHIEF, INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

Because of over-all responsibility of the Internal Security 
Section and inadequacies in supervision on the part of Special Agents 
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o 


bo 

b7C 


and | L Mr* Baumgardner must share respons 



The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommends 


A. A letter of censure» 


12 , I I 

#1 MAN , ESPIONAGE SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 


b6 

b7C 


[ 


1 received the Jenner Committee testimony on 3/12/53 

™ _ / J _ _ _ _ . . > * ■ » » n ^ r _ 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


after the letter of 3/9/53 had already been dispatched to the Newark 
Field Office • Attached to the t estimony wab Mr . Laughlin , s memorandum 
of 2/25/53 and an addendum stating that Newark had been ins tructed to 
take appropriate action concerning the testimony • I ~~l read the 

testimony f sent it to the Front Office of the Domestic Intelligence 
Division for the information of his superiors, and then routed it to 
certain specific supervisors of the Espionage Section for information • 

1 did not take steps to guery Supervisor j \, who had 

issued the initial instructions to the Newark office for the handling 
of the Jenner Committee testimony , nor did he ascertain what deadline, 
if any, had been imposed on the Newark Office, nor did he issue any 
specific instructions ~bo E spionage s upervisors concerning the future 
handling of that portion of \ ... I "testimony indicating the possibility 
of espionage • Did not guide and direct Newark Office • 


The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommends 


A o A letter of censure • 



O 


o 

/■ 


13 . | | 

SUPERVISOR, ESPIONAGE SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



Inasmuch as onlv \ 

1i befo re the Jenner Committee when Mr. [ 

lo copy of the testimony, he check ed the file , found out that 


1 was men tioned in the testimony of 

\received from No. 1 Man 


this 

was necessary on his part . 


and that no other action 


The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend 


No action as to I V 


14. DONALD W.\ KUNO 

SUPERVISOR, I I 

ESPIONAGE SECTION . DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 


be 

b7C 

b7D 


Kuno r eceived t he Jenner Committee testimony ofi routing slip 
from No. 1 Man I I Sje did hot follow the Newark Off ice because- 

at that time he. r.eviewed the testimony on' 4/9/53, he noted an approved 
addendum on the cover -memo stating that a ppropriate ins tructions had 
been sent to Newprk, and feeling that. the \ I was being handled 

in the Internal Security Section and- since the espionage matter was 
brought to him for information only, and further, feeling that the 
allegations of espionage , even if true, would not constitute espionage, 
and further feeling that I \ was probably making 'up his sensational 

testimony to further his own instance, Kuno took no steps - to follow 
the Newark Off ice • 


1. In view of the importan ce of this matter, it appears Kuno 

should have, checked with- Supervisor "bo find out whether a 

deadline had been imposed on Newark and how soon a reply could be 
expected of Newark and whether the instructions .issued met Kuno l s complete 
satisf action . On the other hand , the testimony did. not specifically 
allege | lor oth er types of espionag e are handled 

on other desks ) 


there w ere. 
work bu \ 
have been served 


but inasmuch 
ind ications in the- 
it is believed 


ast 


Jihad been £n[_ 


for a year and 


file as tp the possibility of undercover 
the best interests of the Bureau would 


by affirmative action on Kuno's part • 



be 

b7C 

b7D 



o 




• The Training & Inspection Division and "the Administrative 

Division recommend: 


A . A letter of censure * 


15* WILLIAM A* BRANIGAN - 

CHIEF, ESPIONAGE SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 


Inasmuch as he has over-all supervisory responsibility for the 
operations of the Espionage Section, Mr. Branigan must share the 
responsibility for the weaknesses of those Supervisors under him $ as, 
specifically set forth after each Supervisor* 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommends: 

* Al. Letter of censure* 


16. CARL E. HENNRICH 
INSPECTOR 

ESPIONAGE SECTION. DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

Inspector Hennrich has the responsibility for supervising the 
Internal Security Section and the Espionage. Section • Consequently , he 
bears secondary r esponsibility for the weaknesses and errors attributed 
to individual Supervisors under, his general command* 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 


A. Letter of censure * 



I 





Q 


be 

b7C 


17. LEO L. LAUGHLIN 
INSPECTOR 

DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



Mr. Laughlin has supervisory responsibility over 
and Loyalty Sections of the Do mestic Inte lligence Division 
■specific request of Supervisor \ || Laughlin 


the Correlation 
At the 

I 


l 


( On occasions testimony was requested specially by some Super-- 

visor and according to Laughlin y it did not always go through the Liaison 
Section. No written rules have been found as to the procedure o f handling 
testimony requested, in other than routine fashion. In providing\ 
with the" testimony Inspector LccUghlin. did not give him any inhtructt ons 


as to the review of the testimony f thus 
by Laughlin for the' review of the testimony at 
La ughlin does not feel that he needed, to issue 


responsibility had 
the Seat of 
any special 


not been fixed 

Government. 

instructions 


to\ but in the absence of existing regulations 3 the Inspector 

f.eej.8 naugniin was derelict in not fi xing responsibility . Laug hlin 
prepared a. memo dated 2/25/53 showing \ \and stating 3 

"This volume will bet {reviewed and appropriate action taken after which , 
it will b.e returned to the Committee but this memo does not - sh ow : who 
was to have the, responsibility for the review of the testimony/. 


obtained the ItestimoPy in order to comply with the request of the Newark 
Office for a copy and to seP if any, FBI informants were compromised. 

I had no intention of assuming responsibility for the complete 
review of such testimony at the Seat of Government and received no such 
instructions. JTf Laughlin had sent the testimony to the Liaison Section , 
t responsibility would have been fixed or if Laughlin' had given specific 
instructions to | | responsibility would have- been fixed.* New 

regulations have npw~oeen issued for the handling of .Jenner Committee 
testimony. It was the responsibility pf Laughlin to see that such 
regulations existed dll along > The Training & Inspection Division iand 
the Administrative. Division recommends 


A. Letter of censure. 
B*. Probation. 


* 
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18, ALAN H, BELMONT 

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

Because of his position requiring that he assure adequate 
handling of all domestic Intelligence natters and his over-all 
responsibility for the setting, up of adequate procedures within his 
Division t there being loopholes in the instances under discussion s the 
Training & Inspection Livisi on and the Administrative Division 
recommend t 



A, Letter of Censure . 
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DETAILS OF INQUIRY INTO THE HANDLING- OF 
, BY NEWARK FIELD DIVISION AND 
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Mr* Alan G* Balmont v S 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington , $ 4 , p* 4 \ 



b7D 


Pear Mr • Belmont! 


. ^ J- h0V0 repeiaed the results of the recent survey- nede 
into thg handling hit the domestic Intelligence It vision of the 

A and I want to express to you ay dis- 


b7D 


I b ana j. want to express to you ny dis - 

satisfaction aver- the weaknesses found to extst within your div- 
ision in supervising this most iWaortent case* 

* * 

~ Dt your responsibility to have made certain that 

clear-cut end. adequate procedures had Been set up end wore in effect 
for the complete and thorough consideration end supervision of dll 
aspects of this matter 4 It has been definitely determined that 
this, was not the case and f in fact, there Was no active su nePtiisi oh 
°r investigation into the alleged espionage activities o P I 1 
until it was learned that he was about to repeat his statements 
at a public peering of a committee • I cm • holding you .ter'ionally 
accountable for the, prompt correction of these deplorable weak- 
nesses, and J expect that, there will bp no further instances of 
such failures in your division • 


„ tr ^l vaur3 ’ j % 


fOlMB 
Xlebol*^ 
Cl*£? 


SOfcJ T 

F«l«, 

jollowr^ 
!*«>> * 
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JIC:fsb 


PCt Mr* Ladd 
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• * + *rm**m 


...John Edgar. GooVer 
cc - Director ' ' 

\h % ' ‘ 

,*^s 




onal and CfoHfv 
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MA’LW Uk 

mi % tt*53 
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If 1 *' ' 


standard ro«n no, M 


0 


Office 'Mmttmkm 


to i ME CKEf C£BBr 


FROM ! A, B. BE. 


SUBJECT: 



UNITED STATeS GOVERNMENT 



mamma worn mu sum 

AtM.a.-BEIUOXT , 


Tolsoo , 
UAL' 


date -.May 22, 1953 kcmZZ 


Nichols. 

Clt«— 

Gluin__ 

Hifto_ 

Trie r— ■ 
Uijthlio. 
Mohr 


Ti«cfro*d. 
Tele. Ra._ 
Holloim*. 
Ga^_ 


Effective immediately it is desired that 
an additional ten dollars be deducted from each pay check 
for the purpose of application- to my withholding tax » 


tic 
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Prop8,i*ed by": n $ 
Ghook»4 by : J- 

June 22, 1953 


The A^in^rative Assistant, 

Attorney General 

Director, FBI 

Superior A<0bmpllshmont Award, for 

Alan H.. Belmont, Assistant Director 


There is attached a justification to support a. meri- 
torious salary increase for Mri "Alan Belmont, Assistant Director 
of the Fedphal Bureau of. Investigation. - . 

Although Mr. Belmont’s :position is not. under the Classifi- 
cation Act, the justification to support a “meritorious'' salary increase 
for him is being submitted consistent with the mariner in which* such 
justifications are submitted in connection with -the positions covered 
by the Act.. , " ‘ 
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Department of Justice 

RECOMMENDATION FOR SUPERIOR ACCOMPLISHMENT AWARD 

Date 


Prepared by 
Checked by ' 


?$T>| 




To: The Administrative Assistant Attorney General 

Attent i on : Ef f i c i ency Awards Comm i ttee 

From: tXn/fn vtitfi- j><* vb*x*n*\ h * i~e>, 

(Division, Bureau or Off ice) - 

Subject: Superior Accompl ishment Award 

Title VII Classification Act of 19*19 

The following recommendation is presented for your consideration: 


Name: £Sav&*. 

Position title: 


Last salary increase: 


msssgk 



superior accotnpTi snment award: 


Division: 

Grade: Salary: 

Date: %*^^ Amount: 

Amount: 


_ . ..use® Date -suK 

tt&Bk Cl&OOpss? ,3?i , . . 

Description of superior accompl ishment. Include following information. 


fa). What the standards are for this employee's type of work or 
what is normally expected in the position; -(b) What this employee 
did; (c) How the work he did exceeded the standards; or how the 
ideaor method or device is expected to improve service, or how the 
special act or service exceeds the^normal requirements of>his job** 



xasnsat psTitsaally ioX%a3od tao &stsu i&tssasa os 6K cs^olSisoig 

SBCOEDEn.Bj 


Mr. Tolson. 


Mr. LfldH ftecomm l 
Mr. Nichols, 


Mr. Belmon t « — — , 

Mr. riln ^Eff ici yncy Awards Committee 

Mr. Glavin- 
Mr. Harbo- 


Mr, Roae n. lf . 
nr m a dm I n • 

Mr. Tracy 

Mr. Laughlin 

Mr. Mohr- 


Mr. Winterrowd- 
Tele. Roo m __.v» j 
Mr. HollomaniX. 'I 
Miss Gandy , 


?opv^ 


nded: 


Approved 


Hehd of^Oiv isipn or 

I Co ft IIA 1 *. jU 

— rrp 


oj^uiv ib ion or 

Saarched 


Date 


o 

so 


Oate 


lAssistant Attorney General 

R l O]T^M£0iMi#^ HMENT AWARD 

JUN2 3 1953 


o 

Attorney G&teral) 

1 2 UN 24 19 53 

fEBERAl BUREAUS 



COMM . FBI 







Best Copy Available 




tea &, 1&3 


KT* Alan II* Coluont 

l*e£nral rupees Of Investigation 

unship:; ten* D* c. 


W tplssanfciL 

am coat pleased With. your administrative 
banana of ih£r Djploncco base Involving Julius cad. 
Ethel noaopbo^Sr cad psrclchlerly with the extremely 
capable manner in. which you personally too!c charge 
of thd. latter phases of this case* She brrabcicaopta 
which you rhtUj ht tho prison prior to the execution 
of tha subjects* ip order that? they rdcht hero tho - 
Opportunity to furnish hay information they desired* 
verb Well pic ked hud complete* t was also mush 
impressed mth your olertnoho in fccblnj cort&Ln that 
tho bureau was irnsediatoly edvitssd of nil dotoio^monts 
in this important case* uni the conclusion of this 
matter without tho- oaaurrosae of nay. tuitoWord incident 
is certainly evidence -of tha thorough foshlon in which 


T " % ■ [- -• 1 67 ^ s 5C 

* '„. In view of your outstanding prh . i n. . thig — £ — : 
Instance 1 have rccohmondou a wtthin-c|’^daainareaen ..._. . 

for yet* from 013*200 3?cr ennum to 0X3j&KkS^stn?& 
in Grade. GO If* .«3 fcn award for superior aacomylichho^* 
tmo promotion will become effective the f irntTpnyjh^ „ 


inter* it bap clvon mo creafc picnstueh to'ujeco^p^--- 
this inorenpo for you* end 1 wish to express my N <- < 
aineero personal appreciation end eohaOcdation £ 
your valuable serviced* «•£ & 


( $m&fc 

WST:JW:bts/> j BmTmgKp:o : ' 

cc-vllao uaiiton tmkJ^„L - .. 

Movement Section -W TBJz 
The above information ! IgniwTO^^rv., : 
|fin?nish£flEBy Mr. Ladd. The action wa: 




i -,7^ 




ielinont fs perf orms^p^ ^ras*,^ 
ch has been taken . to 'afford 


jfin?nishfflCBy Mr. Ladd. The action wnich has been takenvo 'afro: 
VK&, •Belmonu a promotion in connection with this matter is based 
"upon instructions issued by Mr. HJolson. _. .. 
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Department of Justice 

RECOMMENDATION FOR SUPERIOR ACCOMPLISHMENT AWARD 

Date June* 22, 195 3 


To: The Administrative Assistant Attorney General 

Attention: Efficiency Awards Committee 

From: Federal Bureau of Investigation 

(Division, Bureau or Office^' 

Subject : Superior Accomp 1 i shment Award 

Title VI I Classification Act of 1949 

The following recommendation is presented for your consideration: 

. 0 

Name: Alan H. Belmont , Division: Domestic Intelligence 

Position title: Assistant Director Grade: GS 17 Salary: §13,200 

Last salary increase: promoted ^rom $13,000 • Date: ij,-26-5>3 Amount: $200 

per annum to $13*200 per annum in GS 17 ' 

Last superior accompl i shment award: promoted Date: 10-30-49 Amount: $200 
from $9200 per annum to $9400 per annum in GS lij. 

Description of super i or accompl i shment. Include following information: 

(a) What the standards' are for this., employee's- type of work or 
what is^normalVy expected"! njhe posi t ion; (b) Wha"t this employee 
did; (c) How the work.he d id^exceeded the standards, or how the 
idea or method or dev fee is expected to improve service, or how the 
special act or service exceeds the*" normal requirements of his job. 


It is recommended Mr. Belmont' be afforded an advancement from $13,200 
per annuffl to $13,4.00 per annum .in Grade GS 17, in view of his outstanding 
performance in connection with the over-all supervision of the Espionage 
case involving Julius and Ethel Rosenberg. This case* in which both 
subjects were sentenced to death for divulging atomic secrets, attracted 
world-wide attention and is considered to be one of the most important 
cases ever handled by the Federal Bureau of investigation. 

Mr. Belmont personally followed the developments of this case closely 


Recommended^ 


Ox 


L SJ 

rV¥^°J oi ^ 


Approve 




ion or Bureau 


EfficUjjp? Awards Committee ± k Date Depu ty^, Attorney 
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TO: The Administrative Assistant Attorney General 

Attention: Efficiency Awards Committee 


from its inception in 1950 and has consistently directed its difficult 
aspects* Many situations arose which required immediate and far 
reaching decisions which he rendered promptly and, which subsequent 
events have established, were based on sound judgment* He was not 
content to face the numerous problems as they arose but instead he 
continually demonstrated outstanding planning ability in foreseeing 
such problems and in working out appropriate solutions prior to the 
time the actual problems were faciad* As a result such problems, 
when they did arise, were handled smoothly and efficiently and did 
not work to thh detriment of the case* He continually demonstrated 
outstanding leadership and set an inspiring example to the other 
employees who assisted in the many ramifications which had ta> be 
dealt with in connection with this lengthy investigation* 

Mr# Belmont particularly demonstrated advanced planning 
ability and unusual foresight throughout the numerous appeals that 
took place following the initial * trial* He was ^constantly alert 
to the various legal aspects of the case and his handling of the 
entire matter during the time the appeals were being considered 
was exemplary* 

Mr. Belmont personally went to Sing Sing Prison, where 
the subjects were incarcerated, during the latter stages of the 
case and perfected detailed arrangements for interviewing the 
subjects if they decided to furnish any information even at the 
last minute prior to their execution* He l©pt the Bureau promptly 
advised of all on-the-scene developments 'and otherwise handled the 
arrangements at the prison in an outstanding manner* No untoward 
incident occurred which could have proved embarrassing to the 
government. 

During the entire period covered by this case, Mr. ,Belmont 
has exhibited unusual initiative, planning ability, foresight and 
judgment. He has spent- many long hours over and beyond the regular 
work day without regard for his personal convenience*. The quality 

performance in connection with this case has been so remarkable 
that he is definitely considered to have exceeded the nomal re- 
quirements of his position to such extent that he is deserving of 
special recognition in the form of a superior accomplishment award* 

He has undoubtedly rendered a great public service* 
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July 7, 2963 


o 

Ur* Alan U* Bolndnt 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D* C* 


Dear Ur* Belnont: 


With reference to the Bureau *s letter of June 22, 1953, 
advising you ircrc being recommended for promotion from 0 13,200 
per annua to 013,400 per annua in Grade G5 17, J an writing to 
advise you that this proaotion became effective July 5, 1953 * 

Sincerely yours, 

W* Edgar Hoover 

be John Edgar Hoover 
Director 
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Movement section 
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July 22, 1953. 


Mr. Alan H. Belmont 

Federal Bureau of investigation 

Washington, B. c. 

Bear Ur. Belmont; 

X have been advised of the excellence of 
the Specigl Conference for Field security Supervisors 
which yo%> conducted on July 20 and 21* j- want you 
fa know tfyat j am indeed pleased to receive such a* 
jgcto.d report. The success of the conference was due . 
to r hotti the careful preparation made by you and. the 
Supervisors in your Division and the wholehearted 
ah(^je%thudiastic participation by all concerned, j 
want youf-to convey my congratulations to the Super- 
visors who participated in the program. - : y» 

Sincerely yours, - 


J. Edgar Hoover 
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STANDARD form NO. 64 


Office Memorandum • united states government 


TO : 
FROM : 
SUBJECT: 



Mr. Clegg? <> 

Mr. WatsoTujjp 

SPECIAL SECURITY CONFERENCE 
July 20 and 21 


DATE: July 22, 1953 




I attended captioned conference throughout each 
session. Sessions began at 9:00 a.m ; and adjourned at 
7:45 p.m. on July 20 and -5:.45 p.m. ,on . July 21. 

program was exceptionally ; 'well organised and 
efficiently conducted; response was enthusiastic; results 
appeared to be fruitful *and : should be - reflected in increasingly 
productive achievements in field* 

Assistant Director Belmont personally conducted 
entire meeting . Success of conference , . in my opinion, was due 
to Mr. Balmont’s outstanding leadership. Attitude throughout 
was one of teamwork, good fellowship, and an urgent desire to 
meet Bureau’s obligations in security field, in closing 
statement Mr. Belmont urged conference to anticipate problems, 
set up programs in advance to meet these problems. 



RECOMMENDATION: That attached letter of commendation be sent. 


Attachment 
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Prepared by. 
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2, 1052 


United Staton anil Semico Contiission 
Personnel Classification Division 
U^shihgion * C* 1 *. 


Fear Sirs: 

in accordance iqith Ueparitsnial Circular %,Z40 $ . issued 
pursuant to Public Xca l£0j 70th Ccngress^ there ate transmitted 
herewith records for July* 105C> referring tq the foliovlng, 
ct.pl oye an in the Federal pureau of Investigation vho received 
additional loit'htnrgra&t advancement as a reaard for superior' 
ae.oonpl ishtent: ^ 

l J 

J ir » Alan It . 2alfr?teg 


.'CP*' 


r. MUistFlsher 


2r. hosert Jtt&enaen 
Ur. 

Ur. 

ur* 

ut. 

Ur. 

Mr* 

Ur* 

Ur 3 . 


1 


I 


? 


] 


Ur. Joseph Ji^Fertad 


Sincerely yours* 


.b6 



Tolsoo 
Ladd 
Nichols 
.Belmont 
Cle W ~^ 
Gltvin 
Harbo.^.~.. 

Rosen 
Tracy — 
Geirty — — . 

^Olir «J* iO ‘ r sar . 

Wintmowd - 
Tele* Room 
Hollomaj 
Si too 

teewr 


* 1 h^V.t.i.2 
John, Edgar Hoover 


■ <■ > ' _ m* t 

KECE^'i . 

> * ( | " 



File No, $7-94639 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON 2$, D. C. 


Prepared by: 3-185 

Checked byL 
Filed by: %U/& 



REPORT NO. 


August 3, 1953 


ie 


Names Hr. Alan H% Belrtont 


Nature of Action: Superior Accomplishment Step Increase 

Effective date? July 5 $ 2953 


CIVIL SERVICE 
OR OTHER LEGAL 
AUTHORITY 

Part 2^,Sec. 2^.16 


Position 

Grade and 
Salary 

Bureau or 
■ Other Unit -I 


Headquarters 


Departmental 
or Field;' 


From 


Assistant Director 
03 17 3 £23,200 per unhurt 


Field 


.To 


Sane 

03 27, §13,400 per annui\ 


Appropriation 


REGULAR 


•Date of Birth 


2 - 33 - 0?: . 


team 


, Approved by the Attorney Generals June SO, 1953 

Ldst salary increase: UFA frovt $23, 000 per annurt to $ 13,33 0 per dnnurt in Grade 

03 17, effective 4-26-53. 

' Last superior accomplishment : October SO, 1949 • 

Attachihent: Justification for Civil Service .Commission 


‘ToIkw. 




File No 
JWffkb 


liuffcll*. 
Hou r 


T*l«. «■ .— 
C*rO x , 


'67-94639 

Sincerely yours. 








3. Mo* 


li mffii 


BASEJAY I OVtHIME 


Mfc, 


PAY ROll CHANGE DATA 


GIOSS FAY BET. TAIL- BOND F.I.CA, 


7. Previous 

Dorrnol $ 



J’ Periodic >lep*inctcose U Pay odjuslrnent S ■ OtPiei 1 slcp*increosi 


1$, ferformonce rating is solisfoctory or belter, 




SioAoture or oihef ovlhenticolion) / 


IP, IWOP dots (Fill in oppropriole spaces covering IWOP 
during following periods)i 
Period(sjt 


(Chec : opplicoble box in cose ol excess IWOP) 
„ In poyjtolusat end of woiliM period, 

„ In IWOP slolus ot end ol woilir^wiodi 


No excess IWOP. Total excess LWOP 



STANDARD fORM NO. 1126d— Revised 
Form prescribed by Comp. Gen,, U,$< 

(Toy, 8, IPSO, Ceneiol Regulations No. 102 


PAY ROll CHANGE SUP— PERSONIIEl 
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copy 79 


Office Honor andum, 1 United States, ^pvarnnont 


.\TO S Ha. J>. it. LADD 

f\oh . % hr. "a . a. srlhoht 


,{V \ 
I ' \ 


SU33RCT: : TOIUS AliD ETHEL EOSEH&Kd, 
E3PICNA33 H } <J '? 


DATS: iprune 25, 1953 
iff- rl (-!>■’< "^! 


' Kprdon Wilfred Li DonnU of jj Sing Sins Prison was most 
cooperative With the Bureau In connection with the Rosonborg 
mttoro He had his foot oaf tho ground and approached the various 
problems uliich arose in a sensible, logical manner. Any request 
wo node of him was readily granted oven during the barrage of 
questions apd problems facing him during the day of the 
execution had imsadintoly prior thereto. At our request ho 
kept the Bdr$du ohtiroly out of the publicity, which wds host 
difficult Inflow of tho intense cover ago afforded tho prison 
by tho press, indeed, no to von the. guards at the prison knew 
of the fact <that Agents woro prosent at Sing Sing. Ho handled 
all contacts' with the Bureau Agents personally and cade a 11 

*B&m*«***«*>*» 

RECOMH22IDATIOHS’ 

5— 

Ire comend a lottor from tho Director to tho Warden, 
and a proposed lottor is attached for the Director* a approval. be 

1 ,ql|o recosmond letters of coaaenda tlon to Spec ial 
Agantf? Th oma s j. He Andrews. John A. Harrington, I I 

1 and! T» and to the two stenographers .. 

| and l l » 

While the questioning of tho Rosonborta did not take 
place, those Agents did cako all tho arrangements with Warden 
Dpnno which ^jerked out successfully and handled, tho ontfre matter 
very discreetly. On Thursday, JUlo 18, and Friday, Julo 19, a 
groat deal of time was spent going over and over the plans 
for questioning tho Rosenborgs and i foel confident that, had it 
occurred,’ it would havo boon handled in a highly competent manner, 
in addition, tho various problems which wero arising vory rapidly 
throughout those two days wore promptly and discreetly handlod. 

The two stenographers likewise handled themselves vory well 
and discreetly during the time they wore at Sing Sing undor 
conditions of considerable tension. It was a rathor trying 
situation for clerical oraployoos and I fool that those two employees 
acquitted themselves very creditably and wero fully prepared to 
handlo any assignment given to them.- 


AHS: nor 

* 


ifl. 





o 
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4 


For the above reasons,’ X feel that letters of 
commendation to these employees are fully justified* 


EXBBeBOIMS NOTATION^ "APPROVED. BELMONTDID AH OUTSTANDING 
J03 PROM THE' BEGINNING OF THE CASE UNTIE*. ITS END. A XHBERJCEARS 
GRIND. HE. IS TO HE COMMENDED AND RECOMMENDED FOR A 3ERXTDEIOUS. 
INCREASE. "• H. . " ' ' 
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■ Office Memorandum • 


TO «... Mr 
FROM * jj/7* 


Belmont 



Martin 


subject: ASSISTANT DIRECTOR A 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


D 

BELMONT 


Tolsoo . - 

date: June 20 } 1953 mcm. 

Bel moat 

Cleg* 

GItvin 

Htrbo 
Roseo . . 
Tracy — 
Cearty 

Uohr 

^ Viaterrowd — 

Tele. Room — 
Holloman — 
Sizoo ■' 
MissGudf. 


For record purposes^ SA I, New York Office 3 

called at 10:25 p,m . and advised that you had left Sing Sing 
Prison at 9:25 p,m, 3 June 19 3 1953 3 enroute to New York and 
that you would take the 11:05 p,»m. plane 3 June 19 a 1953 } 
from New Tork and would arrive in Washingtoh } D* C, 3 12:55 a.m» 






1 



August 31 ^ 1053 


ill '• Alan n* $eln$nt 
Federal Bureau of investigation 
United States Lepartnent of Justice 
Washingtons 2 ). <?« 


pear pelncntz: 


ToIsoq^ 

NtcXols- 

DcIcDOQt^ 

Cl nit^ 

GUtio^. 

Harbor— 

J£o$CO-_; 

Tiacy— - 
Geany _ 
Mohr. 


fciatefrowds— 
Tele. Koom « 
Holloman 
$1700 - - ■ 
jliss Gandy ^ 

J ? 'K . 


phe chill and efficiency with 
which Bureau agents located and apprehended 
J* 0» Fugitives Robert George Thcnpson and 
Sidney Steinberg 9 Cntih Act subjects^ and 
four other nenbers of the Corznunict Party 
underground apparatus have been extrencly 
gratifying to tie, and I feel, that you are 
certainly deserving of the highest praise for 
your supervision and coordination of the natter 




CO 




1 an aware that you n ede nuncrouo K- 
constructive suggestions and issued instruc - 
tions which greatly aided the progress of the 
investigation^ and X want you to know how nuch ££» • 
I appreciate : the splendid results acconpliahcd 
through the efforts of you and the pang agents 
who worked on the case • , <■ ■ " —- 7 

, ;•} it— 


o 

73 


LL • S' 



IRfftnao 

/• 

. Salut tion per Be ndjnn g nny. 

SSNTF'XOU D. 0. 

TIME 2 . 4 if 
3ATs M(/jp ^ 


Sincerely youtfs^zp^ 
ixs Hooveg 




SOSEP \ m 




September 1, 1953 


COITFIDE/TXAI, 


f J 

ljr fc Alan H* Belmont 

Federal .Bureau of Investigation 

teashington, D. C. 


Dear Mr* Belmont: 


CCC-' 
Ofl - 


4' J?3 


She Bureau is in receipt of the report of 
the physical .examination afforded you at the United 
States Haval Hospital, Bethosda, Maryland, on August 18* 
1953* . .. > a. » 

This report reflects that, you have a 
deviated nasal septum to the left and Xanthoma on r£ J t 
the upper eyelids which the examiner did not con-* • 

aider to he disqualifying. t>o J 

The electrocardiogram afforded you in this 
connection was within normal limits. ' ^ 

f 

The Board of ; Examining Physicians of the- ^ • 
United States ITaval Hospital reports that you are r 

capable of strenuous physical exertion and. have ho 
physical defects that would interfere with your 
participation in raids .or other work involving the » « 
practical use Of firearms.- K 5 


Sincerely yours, 
err E£r.ar KC0 - QS 
John Edgar Hoover 

l 


GC- Mr. Eadd 


77/ 



irss 

r.S&'LED 25 


Director 
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sent- 9} I |or3. U&M-: 


Standard Form 88 — 

~~rJRe?. Aug. 1950) 

^ JKiOMWOAlBD BT ... I J 

^REPORT OI 

- n -- 

i:i^ ^ME-nRSr NAME~MIDDLE NAME 

, BELM0N£, ALAN H. 

r 4. HOM£, ADDRESS (2/up5«r, *Cr.«* or RFD, city or foton, rone and State) 


REPORT OF MEDICAL EXAMINATION 


Zi GRADE AND COMPONENT OR POSITION 
5. PURPOSE OF EXAMINATION 

Annual 


3. IDENTIFICATION NO. 

6. DATE OF EXAMINATION 

8/18/53 


7, SEX 8. RACE 9. TOTAL YRS. 

y MILITARY 

12. DATE OF BIRTH 13. PLACE OF" BIRTH' 

1 -22-07 . N«Y*C* 

15. EXAMINING FACILITY OR EXAMINER*AND ADDRESS 

UNMC- Bethesda* 


9. TOTAL YRS. GOVT. SERVICE 10. DEPARTMENT. AGENCY. OR SERVICE 
MILITARY | CIVILIAN 


11. ORGANIZATION UNIT 


1 14. NAME. RELATIONSHIP. AND ADDRESS OF NEXT OF KIN 


16. OTHER INFORMATION 


17. RATING OR SPECIALTY 

CLINICAL EVALUATION 

Nftp Mill ABNOR« (Check each item in appropna to col * 
NORMAL MAt , umn . entcr »jy ,7 not evaluated) 

X 18. HEAD; FACE. NECK. AND SCALP 


. MOUTH AND THROAT 

/iVnfpii UntdJt 4xt.c&n&U) {AwtUorv 
. fcARS^ERERAL tfCTtify|tn<fey 7Q and 71) 

. DRVUS (Perforation)' * 

VYF<-_~ rrumiLi (.Vuval ccuitv end rtfrectien 

. LYES— GENERAL unAtf Umt ^ ^ ^ gl) 

. OPHTHALMOSCOPIC 

. PUPILS (Equality and reaction) 

. OCUUR MOTIUTY ^ 

. LUNGS AND CHEST (Include breath) 

. HEART (Thrust, the, rhythm, sounds) 

. VASCULAR SYSTEM (Varicosities, etc.) 

. ABDOMEN AND VISCERA (Include hernia) 

■ ANUS AND RECTUM 

. ENDOCRINE SYSTEM 


TIME IN THIS CAPACITY: TOTAL 


LAST SIX MONTHS 


NOTES.— Describe every abnormality in detail. (Enter pertinent item number before each 
comment .* continue in item 73 and use additional sheets if necessary*) ■ 


19- Nasal septum deviated to left. 
No obstruction. 


40 - Xfintbomata, upper eyelids. 


, UPPER EXTREMITIES JJjJgJf** rflW ° f 




— I nil 11 — 


39: IDENTIFYING BODY MARKS, SCARS, TATTOOS] 

40.< SKIN. LYMPHATICS | 


41. NEUROLOGIC (SjuSAn'um UtU undtr iltm 71) 


42. PSYCHIATRIC (Specify any pertonalitv deviation) 


( Cheek how done) 

43. PELVIC Q VAGINAL Q RECTAL 


44* DENTAL (Place appropriate symbols above or below number of upper and lower teeth , respectively) 
tZkr-JRestorable teeth X. — Missing teeth (6X8).— Fixed bri 

jSy/.—N’onrestorablc teeth XXX.— Replaced by dentures ' indude a 


(Continue in item 73) 


(i 6 X S). — Fixed bridge , brackets to 
indude abutments 



ALBUMIN SUGAR 

N.' . . -N 


Normal 

//It 

J%T 

89 SEP 


49. BLOOD TYPE AND RH 
FACTOR 

"Al" POS 


1 50. OTHER TESTS 




"N eg. . v J 

”11 S E P"F % "19 pr 
FEDflUL 









62. HETEROPHOBIA; 

{Specify distant) es° 


63. ACCOM MODAtlON 
BIGHT \ LEFT 


66. FIELD OF VISION, 


Sep t 9 3!*l ’-53 


64. COLOR Vision {Test used and result) 65. DEPTH PERCEPTION UNCORRECTED 

AOC-19li.O-Formal <»*«** ■*■«•» 


67. NIGHT VISION {Test used and score ) ' 1 68. RED LENS 


69. INTRAOCULAR TENSION 



721 PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PSYCHOMOTOR {Tests used and score) 


73. NOTES {Continued) AND SIGNIFICANT OR INTERVAL HISTORY 

Usual childhood diseases 
Kidney stone 1949 


(Use additional sheets of plain paper if necessary) 


74, SUMMARY OF DEFECTS AND DIAGNOSES (List diagnoses with item numbers) 


19- Deviated nasal septum 
l£0- Xanthoma, eyelids- 


N., Q. D. 
~ N. C. D'. 


75. RECOMMENDATIONS— FURTHER SPECIALIST EXAMINATIONS INDICATED (Specify) 


78. IF NOT.QUAUFJEO. LIST DISQUALIFYING pEFECTS BY ITEM NUMBER 

4 ■ » r “ 


79. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 

y* t 


80. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 


.81. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF, DENTIST OR PHYSICIAN (Indicate which) 


ZZ? TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF REVIEWING OFFICER OR APPROVING AUTHORITY 



PHYSICAL PROFILE 


PHYSICAL CATEGORY 


BTC 


V. S. COVCRNKfNT rXIKTIHG OfflCC 10 - 62388-1 































ATTACHMENT TO STANDARD FORM 88 
• - (Revised July 21, 1952) . ■», 

* 

* 

Report of Medical Examination 
FOR INFORMATION AND GUIDANCE OF MEDICAL EXAMINER: 


The following portions of the attached examination report form heed 
not be completed: 


2 

67 

3 

68 

11 

69 • 

14 

71 (unless other 

17 

examination indi- 

62 

cates desirable) 

65 

72 


Item 48, the. electrocardiogram, is not required unless the 
examinee is over 35 years of age or unless other examination indicates 
such is desirable. v 


If the examinee is an applicant, the Chest X ray and blood 
type, and Rh factor (items 43 and 49) ore hot necessary unless the 
facilities for affording same are readily available to the examiner. 

FOR ALL EXAMINEES, WHETHER CLERICAL OR SPECIAL 'AGENT APPLICANTS OR. 
EMPLOYEES: ' 


The medical examiner should answer the following question: 
Examinee 1 2_ 


(is or is not) 
exertion. (Designate which) 

FOR ALL MALE EMPLOYEES OR APPLICANTS: 


qualified for strenuous physical 


The medical examiner is requested to answer the following: 

Does examinee have any defects restricting or prohibiting his 
participation in defensive tactics and dangerous assignments which might 
entail the practical .use of firearms? 

/V-6 ■ . 

If answer is "yes" please ^specify. 

IT IS -ESSENTIAL THAT ALL STATEMENTS IN ITEMS 59. 6l, 64 AND 70 PERTAINING 
TO VISUAL ACUITY. COLOR VISION AKp"~~- tm tvrt ail. 


be 
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STANDARD FORM NO» 04 


0 


Office Memorandum 


0 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO 


BtOH 


SUBJECT: 


UR. LADD 


A. 3. 



1 

BSEDULED mm IS AYE - A. 3. tEUlO, 



1 


I I am scheduled for annual leave for three weeks 

I starting September 14 and running through October 2 3 1953 . 
The case involving Joseph Katz, Espionage - R 3 may be coming 
to a head in the -next week or so. 3 depending on when and if 
Kats enters the American Occupied Zone of Germany • If this 
happens before September 24} I would like to hold off taking 
any leaveY If' it happens' during my leave 3 - 1 would like to 
come back on duty 3 as reconsider the case highly . important * 
I do not have plans perfected to leave Washington * 


If it is agr.eeable t3 I will go ahead and start leave 
on September 14* 




/#€ s. •~ s ? ^ 


popy ^4 


i 


Best Copy Available 





TO : ; 
FBOI' : 


EF.-B. M. LADD '. '■ 

0 ■ 

R. i , ». BIBtOW' 


August 28, 1953 


u mui o.* i o i ritiaij l on 

UiiMffiOPHD 0PESATI03S ( . SAIT F^LCISOC) 
WT£l 3 rfeL 


-At l;05.:ptn, Pacific Daylight ''Saving Ti^.e, Von- August 27.,, ,1953'* 
Communist fugitives Robert; Ceorge ih-fpson, 10 - #2432, and Sidney Stein--- 
' berg, I0’f2;,36, were appreMnded by Spooial igencs of the.-SAn Francisco 
' Division. Also apprehended, pith these 2\?u4tlvSs as .liariorihg subjects 
wererOfj?! Jldftin ids!,-.. fQrobfly t 9j;29p^^^ 6f finheseta' 

' ' -diose l<tietts|tibi>.tS.''aas been unknown since''; dune of 19513' Shirley -Ivremen, '■ 
'<'ho baa be® operating: ey.fcpslvely 1 ' in. the Cioma^'at^ttnder^rpmd'itnfifr ■ 

, the ' alias of Lee-la. Ian; and;'Saw.ei' Colima n, a '■natioi&l“ 0 or«unist 
function '•rj froo Lew York .-City srhoba. whereabouts bps. been unknown since 
■ fi\ ust. of Ipyl.' '‘nether harbo-’ing subject,/ ta:trlcia;:Slan, v:o.s also. " .■ 
.apprehended' by San., Francisco Agent ia,ter.:,ih the day on «-»;ust’ 27 
r.r-r nockron,. Cslix'ornai. ■. '■ ..- ' b 

1 The San ^rsncisco Office Iocs t d. these fugitives only, after 

a lofty, inVolv ■-;/,! and highly delicate 'investigation which. L ed , to the 
1 penetration of ' : tTi6:vaw^^ und .1$: San - ^rSfisiscC.,' , • •/. " 

PHIL DlviSiDr ' HnMIEES ■ ‘ . ■ 1 ' A- : ■ .: ." •• ■ ■■ ■ "•. '' ' " 

• ' .I /Iheipe'is .atfocjaisd's'a toletypft'fr(s|i.'tl».San.l^hncis6o 'Office 

which recara.tends : meMtioious; inere-ces in salary.- arid" letter of. c/xtmn- 
i datio'ns for the 'd&reau .eivplbyecb. -c: nducteS the 'invS-s'cipatlon and modi 
. this. apTfhe-.s Ions.’ ’the iiecur .ty Division concurs-' io .theArecmipeijdations- 
mad.e by' Special i,gtnt/ in Charf# 'ihalen of the San Francisco Office', 

: iffl'yoRK f / ; ■ . /... r 7 . ’ : 


V 


. in cbnn§cfit»n wl^h t}» |pv^tlgti-tidn'.i#ic.h.'.l«d; fa the ' 
identification of Sidney Stetab®#,".-?’' spfical .^Icyefl#: .pi the Lew York 
Office on August "2 : 5, 1953 > positively, identified, the voice ;of .Steinberg" 
oh 'a- reeordi^i'wMch was made available ' to^the-biewjyorlL^rffic e by -Sap-. - 


and 


Prancl sooi/f fae-se special etiployees; wer.d ^ 

1 I . These, special e|iipl:i^es .hat beA\)ir.e ‘familier with the 

voice- pf ■S'tbinberg.as a result - of- ihvffii.' atio- L.coirdncte'd ; .bv.thft ”pw vniii 

Office .prior 'to his •diss'/pearahee ijdtt^l • ’’ : '' " ' ' ' ' A * A 1 

: . .. ; ‘ ■-■■ ■ . ; . 

:■ It is''rec.ott)r4ended that, these 2, spec 
of commcr.dstion for the alert end earnest .effbj 
to- the' many voicag wh-'ch 
San .Frencisao Office. an: 
of Steinberg. ' 
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:jv~- imn 



.ogssimJfitt 

k : in' ris^ 

i a .peered on ■ the recQr^i,hg''"Hk:d.e' stal^ahle; W th 
■ selecting 1 and 4 positively identiTying the .voice 

* :B:r?14!955' , 

FS)t»t BliftfAU Of IfiVKmGATIOII 


■b 6 



s a qfep - w ^oiscb divisiqi . : ' , ■' • 

Mtteh SiC YhelrrhaS been, assigned to the SakFranciscp 

Division for only a short period of time am the jjj e 
to the 1 penetration of the. Gomnunist underground in the San -oranoisco 
SvSon *«i wll under way at the time, of Ms arrival, he ^directly 

in charge ot. the-' apprehensions . Be was personally pres.ent^ at ur.e s 
ct the iiiftie the ap^ehen-sions were made and he exercised excellent ^ 

Ud m ntlnd initiative, in .rranizing the. over-all plan f nch cutona d 
in t e ‘successful apnrehnesion of the fugitives and the individuals who ^ 
were with them, Srv -Men worked, day ana nif.nt on this case an . • 
demonstrated unusual devotion, to duty and leadership, in analysing the 
- situation. and .perfecting -Pirns for the apprehensions. 

gap vrhrtsn carried t-iro 1 ^ h t Ms as^if.'nment in an outs tending 

« m8r Jf% £%£&’»« h * M«| f * ***** 

for his efforts in this regard. ,-■ • 

S'jrT 0? WVF5W3NT . - . - r 

" Supervisor . Jh -M^poley _ 4 " r 

i The supervia\n of the fugitive case involvin'.- Sidney Steinberg 
is assigned to -’upervlbor K ■ -h Dooley of the interaal Security Section., 
■rhen the S„n Francisco Office reported .that, an unknown i^mdual 
identified only as "Josh", who attended a meeting., in -the San ?ranci.sco 
Divis iommight noss ibley be identical with Steinberg or Wil iam orman 
' Farm, -another' 10 fugitive, rfr.-kuley worked untireingly m an effort to 
definitely establish whether the. unknown "Josh was identical with one 
' of there fugitives,. Nr. Dooley and Supervisor >. d. "eddy made the sug- 
«estion that Special -Agents of' the iJ ew York Office who could. positively 
identify by sight toon. and Steinberg be sent to the SAn Francisco 
Division for the ourbpse of assisting in the identification, fwo 
kew York ^ents .uere immediately flown to' San ?ranc i sc o and _ one of these 
agents did^positively identify Stein- oerg at the hideout ^pr-ior uo the 
time the apprehension was made. '%> Few iork agents posiuively identifie 
Samuel "pi** who was at the hideout at the time of the arrest. 

In view of the alert and intelligent manner in which _ 
hr. Pdwit ?. Dooley handled . this assignment, it is recommended that he 
beaf forded a letter of commendation. 
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Supervisor. ■*-, M^-eddy ! ' ■ .■ ■ 1 '' 1 ; ;; ' / • 1 ;■ / ' 

. ■’ : Sucrv'isW rdw.ard B. 'Reddy.- of the infirriar Security,. Section y ' . 

.worked-, with -V, P ? jDbdjliy 'In- reviewing -a - 266-pagp '.’Rg c^erainj;'. i 

meeting: 'at which the unknown "Josh",.. among others, whs present; Caidh'. 
intensive review, .--Mr, ‘-ded'dy and ^ri . Dooley, -ce'me up with the recprcxendat'-' 
ion that -Hgents .from the Mew York Office' who, could., positively identify. 
Ste-ingerjr. and '//ilhianj Moftiah Marr'on,. duother 1.0 1 fugitive, be ipediat.e.ly 
sent to the San /Francis oco . Division in. -ah' effort to. assist 'in. the: 
identificatidh of the unknown "Josh,' 1 as a result' of this suggestion, ... 
-the 2 Agents' from the few York ’Office, here' sent, to, the. .S...-n Ph ; ancitc-Q 
-.Division and 'one >pf these Agents' did- positively: identify fugitive ' ’ 

■ Steriberg prior to- the time of': the apprehension, " ■ 

' In view of the alert, and : intelli ,-ent contfiMitio.n Wr; Heddy 

...made in commehction with the. suggestions to sent the '*ew York; Agents^/to 
San/fh’anciso/in .connection with, this casej .it is .re.topended'-that 'he : : 

.. be afforded^ letter, of commendation, . ■ ■ • ■- 

Fred l^aumgardner - Chief, ■'■Internal Security tactidh ' y , : . . r 

. .. b'r\ Baumgardner -has the ,o'ver-all responsibility -for the. . " ' 

investigation of -the Communist underground yhich was carried oh by the ' 
SanPrsnolsoo Office which -led to, the apprehensions- of fugitives ' 
■S.toinbprg and Thome son. Instructions' which were -to the - 

San Francis: ©■ Division iW connection' with.'-, this', under round' operation 
were clscedly. .supervised and co-rrelated^bt Section Chief Baumgardner. 

: in e dditi oh' when' 'the Sen,, -Francisco ^Vision advised .of the-, possittti'ty 
.that the .unknown ’■ Josh'l might, possibly be identical' with, the , 

/fugitives Ste-inbery: -or “Karron, fe./ll3umpardner 'wdrked,unceaslngly' .-' 
to ; hs to6ii|h.:WheteB IhJ'd t ; one-'qf •; tiR.f natives was /present, ih 'the ■ 
area 'of the- S.an F#npisep division.'/ fis whtiring/.effotta’ were .respcnsibl 
in.'nQ Sirtiail measure for tin .successful appn hensioh of fugitives ’ . .V' /'■ 

Steinberg and. Thompson.' Jrr.yiew of the intelligent manner in which 1 /., 
he . guided', and correlated, the oVer-aJl investlgstion-.in -thi.s.matter,- 
it- is 'recommended.- that he be afforded a letter- of x-pommendation. . . 

■ a . 1 also , recommend that & letter of coMiendatlen be sent ,. 
to' Ass't. Director .fv- Belmont who closely coordinated and 
- issued numerphs.euggestion and'- instructions dpring^' the entire.' ' 
period;.: / ; . ■ /' .-g ' ! / ' : - - y. ' 

Dta. ' .'■•y- •. 

' . ACTI'OK: ■ ‘ \ . ' . ' .. ; , 1". 

■ in the event you concur it is, 'suggested- that this memorandum’ 

be 'forwarded to the. Administrative Division for appropriate' considers-' ’• 
ticn. ' ' ' ' 
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September 14, 2953 

PERSONAL A?iD JONFlfiEETIAL 


Mr. Alan E* Belmont 

Federal Butea.u of Investigation 

Washington, D. 0, 


Dean Mr, Belmont t 
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I want to express mg extreme displeasure with the 
gross mishandling of the investigation regarding suspected 
espionage at Fori Monmouth, Eew Jersey, and at the Federal 
Telecommunications laboratories, Eutley, New Jersey . This 
investigation required a project of photostating d large 
number of dossiers of individuals connected with the instal- 
lations at Fort Monmouth and Eutley, New Jersey, and the sub- 
mission of summary reports on the information contained in 
these dossiers • This project has dragged oh' for over three 
months and' it is still not completed, and due to the inept 
supervision afforded this case by the Domestic Intelligence 1 
Division it has been necessary to practically paralyse the - 
Newark Division by assigning thirty-five agents to the proj- 
ect for over three weeks. When it became apparent that the 
Army was failing in its obligation to photostat a portion of 
these dossiers, yotl should have insisted oh the Eewdrk Di- 
vision's demanding of ihe Army immediate action in ‘photo--, 
stating the material or promptly making other arrangements 
se that this project could have been completed within a 
reasonable time. 
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As, Assistant Effector in charge of the Domestic hq 
intelligence » Division; it is your responsibility ire see that gr 
such natter^ are properly handled and receive appropriate^ £ 

attention sp as to prevent any undue delay. Ton are expected 

to take immediate steps to insure that there is fto: fecufirens^ & 
on the part of personnel under your supervision in failing y2 
afford close and adequate supervision t^o a ny assignment for~£ «=? 
tot sw^jahich they are responsible . ^ 


p? 


Nichola s .....*.. 

Clegs . g . ■ - 

Glaviiw« . 

JHarbo^*^ 
Ros£o . 

Gcart/ '■ ■. -1- - 

-Mob* ; - . yiJ;.-. 3^ 

^intcrrowd — - 
Tefe. Rdoo^X n 
Hollow 

s $ 12:00 

Gao; 
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0 F F X 0 E K E M O R A H D IT M :. UNITED SPATES GOVERNMENT 
TO : IIR. D* U* LADD i . DATE: September 9-, 1953 

FROM •? MR .) A., H. BBLMOIIT ] \ ' 


SUBJECT: SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE, 

FT. MONMOUTH, NEW HEBSEY* and 
FEDERAL, TELECOMUIIICATIONS LABORATORIES. 

koileSx, new jersey ' 
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There, is attached a. memorandum dated September 9, 

1953 setting forth answers to the Director's inquiries 
concerning the, handling of the investigation of this matter. 

The' investi gation of this case, was supervised in be 

Newark by Supervisor ! I and SAC Hos tette r. At the 

Bureau, the case was supervised by| [ 

REC OMMEND AT IONS i ' " ■ ~ 

(1) It is recommended that a letter of censure be directed 

to. SAC Hos.tetter for his failure in supervising this matter in 
the ITewark Office and particularly for his- failure to insure that 
the Army, promptly handle the Photostating work which they agreed 
to dp and, failing in this, to mpre promptly haye made arrange- 
ments for part or all of the work to- be handled by our Hew York 
Office. It is hot recom mended t hat administrative action be 
taken against Supervisor | | of the ITewark Office in View of 

the fact that he kept the. SAC advised of the status of this - b6 

matter, consulted, with the -SAC, and the- SAC passed qel and 
concurred in the action taken by | ~| . , “ 

J, I agree" 9-9, Tolson "I agree "F, H, 9-9 DIRECTORS 1T0TATI0N "OK." H 

(2) It i s recommended th at a letter of censure be directed 

to Supervisor I L to Section Chief William A. Brahigan, 

to Inspector C. E. Hennrich, and to myself . In the supervision 
of this matter at the Seat of Government, we should have realized 
that this project would have to be completed and would require the 
expenditure of a certain amount cf manpower and that the- faster 
the ITewark Office got on to this project, the less chance there 
would be Of a prolonged delinquency in the handling of the case. 

We should have insisted on Newark's demanding of the Army immediate 
action in Photostating the material or that, we make other arrange- 
ments to have it done, in spite of the economies involved, so that 
the project- could have been completed* 

"I agree fr Tolson. "I agree" E.H. 9-9-.. , .DIRECTORS NOTATION "IT IS 
CERTAINLY REGRETTABLE THAT I HAVE TO* GQ TO SUGH EXTREMES AS TO GET 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION WHEN THERE HAVE BEEN SUCH 
GLARING IMRTNESS & MISHANDLING OF A PROJECT." H. 


"Cen let to Mr. Ho.stetter ,, [ 


I Branigan, Hennrich, Belmont. DCM:ggs 

9-15-53 
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Office Memorandum • 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


SUBJECT: 


MR. D. M. LADD 


A. E. Bflmo 


September 9, 1953 


SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE , 

FT. MONMOUTH, NEN JERSEY, and 
FEDERAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS LABORATORIES, 
NUTLEY, NEW JERSEY T 


In your memorandum to the Director dated September 4. 
1953, outlining the manner in which the investigation of the 
above matter has been handled, it uas pointed out that SAC D. S. 
Hostetter, Newark Office, ha a stated that on August 21, 1953 
when the first copies of Photostated dossiers were obtained from 
the Army, he assigned five Agents to reviewing them. Hostetter 
Said he felt that not more than five could be assigned, due to 
the fact over 50 per cent of the Agents on security work had been 
engaged in the Philadelphia Smith Act surveillances for six to 
eight weeks prior to July 31, 1953, and upon their return, most 
of the work was badly in need of immediate attention. The Director 
enquired: 'Why didn't he call it to our attention then and why 

didn t Intelligence Division follow up on itP" 

Concerning the handling of this matter generally, the 
Director commented: "This has been grossly mishandled h*r, and 

at Newar k and now - 3 months later after you are caught off first 
base you practically have to paralyse Newark Office by assigning 
^5 Agents to it for over 3 weeks. I want to know identities of 
Supervisors here and in Newark for this coasE^7 n 

This case is sypervised at the 

Supervisor | [ At the Newark oh<lf WtaSr ftasW J 

! supervised by Supervisor and Sj(c FoWffief. -/&sr 


SAC Hostetter, Newark stages he Has perWnaity cfoldvwed 
the supervision of this case in the Newark dffifeAp accprSano* i 
nth the original instructions to Newark in WiS ; 

1953. He states he approved the action of Supervisor] fin* * 

advising the Bureau on June 22 of the scope of the investigation 
necessary and the estimate it would require approximately two months 
after the copies of the dossiers are obtained to complete the 
project os outlined in Bumemo, and an additional three weeks if 
Federal Telecommunications Laboratories (FTL) files were to be 
reviewed. This memorandum also proposed that the New York Office / 
be required to Photostat eight to ten thousand pages, Hostetter 
states that following instructions in Bumemo dated July 8, 1953, 
that an effort should be made to have the Army furnish the Bureaux 0 
with Photostats of the material in its possesgjtpn, the Newark j \ 

AHB;lw f ■ \jSr 


r\ 

'J 


Memo to Mr, Ladd 


Office promptly entered into negotiatione with the Army and 
notified the Bureau on July 15 that arrangements for Photostating 
had been made and that two Agents were being assigned to review 
files and mark serials for Photostating. There followed delays 
in obtaining Photostating service from the Army, as a result of 
which no Photostated dossiers were received until August 21, 
when five men were assigned by Bostetter to reviewing these 
dossiers, Hostetter states he did not notify the Bureau he felt 
that no more than five Agents could be assigned, due to the fact 
he knew the Bureau was aware of a shortage of personnel situation 
which he has in the Newark Office which he said was called to 
the Bureau's attention in the Newark Office inspection in May 
and later in connection with office delinquencies. Be said the 
Bureau had informed him no additional Agents would be assigned 
to Newark, and that in connection with this particular cose he 
felt it was his job to assign as many people as he thought he 
could to the project and for that reason he had not specifically 
called it to the attention of the Bureau. 

Bostetter stated he feels that the delay in handling 
this matter by Newark is not primarily the responsibility of 
SuDervisor I I but his (Bostetter' s) own responsibility , _ 

since he personally was aware of the action being taken and 
concurred in the action. Be said he did this because it was 
a large project which was being completed in order to insure 
that the previous review of this material, which review had 
resulted in the conclusion that no action should be taken, was 
correct, and that the project was, in fact, a protective step 
on the part of the Bureau. Be states he realised that in view 
of the time elapsed in handling this matter, it should have 
been handled sooner. 

The Domestic Intelligence Division prepared the 
Bureau's instructions to the Newark Office dated June 9, 1953, 
to obtain the Army dossiers, search their files and furnish 
sumary memoranda to the Bureau as a protective measure for 
the Bureau. Be had previously reviewed at the Bureau two 
summaries prepared by the Army and had concluded that no 
investigation was warranted. In addition, we had had the 
Newark Office review the dossiers in the possession of the 
Army, and they had concluded that no espionage investigation 
was warranted. In a review of the Federal Telecommunications 
Laboratories dossiers they obtained information resulting in , 
opening of fourteen individual Security Matter - C cases. 
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rr«ci^r.r»rn.^ 

£ that th ewlo le latter could be finally resolved. The Newer* 

Inte rns ins "ucted on June 9, 1953, that this Batter was to 
receive continuous and prompt attention and that ™{{\l e 4 * at 
personnel be assigned in order that it 

the earliest possible date . It was also instructed that the 
SAC give th* latter his personal attention. ^J.^ 9 
advice from Newark dated June 22, which woe ™ * he 

Espionage Section on June 26, that the obtaini g f P ^ 
nf fhp doss ier 8 involved the Photostating of betw 0 
iefthousand pages, because of the magnitude of the project an * 
the fact we were doing this work primarily because of 
of the Army, for economy we concluded that the Newark Off 
fiuw a?k V the Amy to do the Photostating work ant we 
instructed the Newark Office on July 8. Bumemo of July 8 w 
in response to Newark memorandum of June 22 in wh ich Ne 
had also estimated it would take two months to com plete JJJ 
ft. Monmouth dossiers and three weeks to comp lete the* Fe< terox 
Telecommunications Laboratories dossiers after y 
• stated, ffe did not specifically object to H”"*™**** 6 
Uewark Office. ' ^ did point out in cur memorandum ® 

'that in order that this review may be completed at the ea 
possible date, the Newark Office should not watt until a li 
memoranda are prepared , but that they should be. submitted ij i 
small groups oh a continuing basis until the entire p 9 Auoust 7 
completed. Newark thereafter advised us on July IS 0 n» retard- 
of their progress, and on August 7 posed certain 9“*®**° . 9 

ing the administrative handling of the memoranda. °{ cted 

August Id concurred with Newark's recommendations “"d * 
that the Newark and New York Offices expedite **•'“**•£*" 
order that th? entire question of the existence _o/ an J JJ 6or 2tories 
I ring at Ft. Ubmouth and the Federal relecommun cations. tobontonee 
may be resolued. On September 1 the Bureau followed with Newark, 

I instructing that the completion of the project be eipeditea. 

The! Domestic Intelligence Division did not consider 
this case in the category of a "special" and, while it was 
followed with the Newark Offioe urging that it be oompletea 
promptly, we did not set specific deadlines since we had hoped 



that the project could be absorbed and handled without upsetting 
the other work being handled by the Newark Offioe, Ve should 
'have insisted on more prompt handling by Jfewark and , particularly, 
we should have insisted that they, in turn, demand that the Amy 
authorities promptly handle the Photostating work which was 
assigned to them. Sad the Amy complied, the project would have 
been substantially completed by now, 

1 do want the Director to know that our failure to 
list pertinent dates in prior memoranda M submitted on this matter 
was inadvertent, fie most certainly had no intent to mislead the 
Director or to keep facts from him. Ve will watch this closely 
to auoid such errors in the future. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 


i IhhArfic H 

tori letter of censure be 


, (1) It is recommended that’ 

; directed to SAC Hostetter for his failure in supervising this 
1 matter in the Newark Office and particularly for his failure 
to insure that the Army promptly handle the Photostating work 
which they agreed to do and, failing in this, to more promptly have 
made arrangements for part or all of the work to be handled by 
our New York Office. It is not’ recommended that administrative 
action be taken 


against Supervisor [ 
new of the fact that he kept the s. 


of the Newark Offioe in 
'AC advised of the status of 


this matter, consulted with the SAC, and the SAC passed on and 
concurred in the action taken | 1 


ft t 

(2) It is recommended that a letter of censure be 
directed to Superviso r I. to Section Chief William A . 

iSranigan, to Inspector C. E.fHenhfich, and to myself . In the 
supervision of this matter at the Seat of Government , we should 
have realised that this project would have to be completed and 
would require the expenditure of a certain amount of manpower 
and that the faster the Newark Office got on to this project $ the 
less chance there would be of a prolonged delinquency in the 
handling of the case ♦ We should have insisted on Newark t s 
demanding of the Amy immediate action in Photostating the 
material or that we make other arrangements to have it done } in 
snite of the economies involved , so that the project could have 
been completed • 



- 4 - 



TO: W. R. GLAVIN August 31, 1953 

FROM: H. L. 'EDWARDS. 


SUBJECT': COMMUNIST PARTY USA 

UNDERGROUND OPERATIONS (SAN .FRANCISCO) 
INTERNAL SECURITY (C) 

COMMENDATION MATTER 


SYNOPSIS: 


\ 

* 

O) 


[ ftEUMavr J 

anc is co oy ce ±e type“ fi ugust; " 25 , 19 


SAC San Francisco oy teletype August 25, 1953* 
set out information concerning the- performance of employees 
*in- the San Francisco office, as well as tWo employees of the New York 
office, in. connection with the apprehension of Robert George Thompson 
;and 'Sidriey^Sleinberg, top Communist fugitives, and four .other members- 
of ' the. ’C oramurilst. underground apparatus on A ugust 27, 1953* The SAC- 
recommended, that, the' following Special Agents receive meritorious 
salary increases for their outstanding participation in the 
investigation and' apprehensions: 


b6 


-b6 

| hi C 


cs 


>3 


Richard G. Fletcher, Jr, 


■Roy L. Erickson 


Robert L, Hami lton 


I - Assigned NY 

Frank J, Smith - Assigned NY 


According; to: the SAC the above named. Agents assigned to the 
^ Sari' Francisco Division demonstrated exceptional irigeriuity, initiative-* 

Si fore sight,, arid" sincere devqtiori. to duty iri developing highly confidential 
p sources, of' information^” in. following. .througbLori infinitersimal leads 
v in, the . face of .severe hardships-, arid ‘in. finally locating the be 

t hideout of Thompson and Steinberg, 


l • .'This investigation required the utmost- tact- and diplomacy a s 

pweli-as the. strictest, security measures iri order, to- prevent the subjects 
<fr om,lear ning. the B ureau ha d discovered their hideout, The SAC stated 
"that Special Agents P l and. Smith, who .are assigned to the New York 

off ice, * demonstrated unusual alertness, and initiative in identifying 
subjects Thompson and. Steinberg arid another memher. of the Communist 
underground, apparatus prior to and after the^.apprehe,risions’ were -made. 
’Acc.ording. to the.. SAC all., of these Agents have gone far beyond the normal 
*requiremerits of their positions* they have given freely of their owri 
■time' "without -regard -for personal convenience, and the exceptional 
■quality of their performance has been reflected ’in the highly successful 
results accomplished. 


EJB JW : jks 

CC: MR. BELMONT 

ATTACHMENTS (39) / SX 
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MEMO W. R. GLAVIN 


Xn addition to the above, the SAC at San Francisco recommended 
that the following employees be commended by letter for their 
participation in this, operation: 

, , Francis E. Gallagher I 

,h h i * i *i i 


Clarence W. Dunker 


According to the SAC these Agents demonstrated excellent judgment and 
intelligence in handling their various assignments' and all ar.e deserving 
of special recognition as the result of the high caliber of their . 
services.. The SAC pointed out that Special Agent I"" 1 

has supervised the entire- investigation and- that his services have 
been outstanding. He was not recommended for a meritorious salary 
increase apparently because he is at the top of Grade 13 and- is 
therefore ineligible to receive a meritorious increase at this time.. 

Further, the SAC at San -‘Francisco recommended that letters 
of commendation be- directed to | | a p hotographer" ’ 

in the San Francisco office, and I 1 stenographer, 

both of whom materially aided in. the outcome of .the case. Mrs. 

I I acted as matron for one of the female subjects. The SAC also 

recommended that ASAC Ralph W. Bachman be commended for his coordination 
of the ‘various phases, of' the apprehension from .the. Sari‘ Francisco- 
office in the absence of the SAC who participated in the. -raid, on the 
subject’s cabin. 

The SAC suggested that the. Bureau desire to: commend 
SAC Abbaticchio of the Philadelphia office^ and SAC D. K. Brown of 
the Albany office since the operation, which led to the apprehensions 
was originally approved and set up under SAC Abbaticchio and other 
parts of it were .started and. approved by SAC Brown while they were 
assigned to the. San Francisco office., 

RECOMMENDATIONS. OF THE DOMESTIC INTET.T.T GENCE DIVISION 


•Mr. Belmont in a memorandum to Mr.- Ladd, dated August- 28, 

1?53, concurred in the recommendations of the SAC and further reconTm ^- 
ed that Special .Employees Robert E. Broderick and | I of 

the New York Office be commended for their identification of the -voice 
of subject Steinberg from a recording made available by the San 
Francisco office. In addition, Mr. Belmont recommended that, letters of 
commendation be directed' to SAC TOielan of the San Francisco office,, 
to Section Chief Fred' J. Baumgardner of the Internal Security Section 
at the Seat of Government and .to Seat of Government Supervisors 
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E. E. Dooley and Edward E. Reddy for their excellent supervision and 
handling of this complex matter. 

Mr. Ladd concurred in the recommendations of the SAC and 
Mr. Belmont and also recommended that Mr. Belmont be recommended by 
letter in view of his able supervision and coordination of. the entire 
operation at the Seat of Government . 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS, OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION 


A, review of the Personnel Files of those Agents recommended 
to receive meritorious salary increases has reflected that the services 
of all have been generally satisfactory and that they are eligible to -be 
receive such incre ase s with the follow ing exceptions: Special Agents 

I ~1 and I I received’ meritorious salary 

increases effective March 1, 1953, arid are therefore prohibited by law 
from receiving' another such award during their preserit waiting 
periods. Special. Agent Roy L. Erickson entered on" duty with, the Bureau 
on. November 25 j I9l|0, as a Student Fingerprint Classifier and has 
been- a Special Agent since July 111, 19^3 • He is presently in 
Grade GS 12, $781jO per annum and a meritorious salary increase 
at this time would .place him at the top of his present grade; It is 
noted that he* .was considered for reallocation to Grade GS 13 oh 
July 10, 1953, but was passed over to be reconsidered at. a later date 
in view of administrative action which had been taken against him on 
December 31, 19h3, June 28,. 19hl£> arid March 9/ 15^5 • " He was censinred 
and placed on probation on December 31, 19 h3, for an erroneous 
identification in ah impersoriation case while assigned to the FEE 
Laboratory. On; June 28, 19hU, he was censured for the carelessness, 
he displayed* in. connection with an examination which he made, of a. 
fraudulent check while assigned to the FBI Laboratory. On March 9, 

19h5, he was censured and placed on probation for- the poor judgment* he 
displayed in. making an erroneous identification in ; connection with 
another impersoriation case while assigned to the FBI Laboratory; It. 
should be noted that he was transferred from the. FEE Laboratory to his 
assignment in the Field' oh November 15 , 19 U6, and has been assigned- to. 
the Field since that time. 


in view of the foregoing it is recommended: 

* l; ihat Special Agents I I Robert L. 

Hamilton j Richard G. Fletcher, Jr. j 

and Joseph. A. Gal ligan of the San Francisco office rand Special Agents 
H and Frank J. Smith of the New York office receive 
meritorious salary increases for their outstanding performance 
in. connection with this case since it is felt that their services have 
' -3- . 


be 



o 


o 


MEMO to W.,R. GLAVIN 


met one of standards for a meritorious „ salary increase -which provides 
as follows: 

"(d) A special act or service in the public interest, 
related to official employment, over and above normal 
position requirements, of an unusual or distinctive 
character. There its recognition as a. basis, for an , 
addit io nal - ad vane ement would serve as a definite in- 
centive for others." 

X agree TOLSON OK* I agree. 

JPM 8/31 H. F. H. 

8/31 


b6 


[ 


2 . That Special Agents 


and £ 


]be commended by Letter in view of their ineligibility to 


receive meritorious, salary increases at this time., 


agree. OK 

JPM 8/31 Tolson H. 


I agree. 


FH 


8/31 


. 3.- ihat Special Agent Roy L. Erickson be reallocated from 
Grade. GS 12 to Grade GS 13 in lieu of a meritorious salary increase i 


X agree. OK I agree. 

JPM 8/31 Tolson H. FH 

8/31 


-h- 



MEMO to W. R. GLAVIN 


il. 3hat letters of commendation be directed to the other 
employees named above in the San Francisco and New York offices 
and at the Seat of Government who have been recommended by the 
SAC at San Francisco and the Domestic Intelligence Division to 
receive such letters. 

I also recommend letter of 
commendation to Mr. Ladd. 

FH ' 

X agree. 8/31 

’ JPM 

8/31 Yes and also Belmont. 

TO1S0N H. 

OK 

H. 

Letter to Mr. Ladd 9/2/53. 


If the above recommendations are approved, the appropriate 
letters are attached. 


DETAILS ‘ - 

All' pertinent information has been set out in the synopsis 
and is not.-being repeated in the details. " 


PERMANENT BRIEFS OF THE PERSONNEL FILES -OF SPECIAL AGENTS 

’ I I .HAMILTON, FLETCHER. I , ERICKSON, 

1 L and smith are attached. 



October 2 9 1953 
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Mr. A. E. Belmont 
iederal Bureau of 
Washington 25 , D. 



rear & f r. Belaontz , , _ ^ , t. » — / / /' 

Jj, / | 4 J. ^ ■* *#«" ' ' * 

J irantf you to taice immediate steps to 
arrange for the more expeditious passage of 
memoranda and correspondence through the Domestic 
intelligence Division . 

I 

1 X have in mind the recent occurrence 

where a Memorandum from you to Mr. ladd dated ' 
September lif 3 1953 x and entitled 11 Proposed Action 
To Assist In Double Agent Operations Abroadj 
U. 5. Evaluation Board (fJ3E3) ,r was held in the 
; Espionage Section from September 13 to September 29. 

Despite Mr. Whftson r s explanation that he had 
I* mory pressing matters to handle first , it is still 
\ felt the delay was excessive* 




You must immediately examine Hhe procedures 
in the Domestic Intelligence Division to assure that 
mail is handled promptly so as to avoid a recurrence 
of si ph delays.. » ~ 

' m T’j 




October 7, 2953 


perscsal Aim nenpiwriTiAL 


Hr, Alan. Jf, fyelr.ont 

Federal Eureau of Investigation . ^ /''Vh/ 

taahington, 2?. C, EW 


■% 

m *r-# 4 k '<***’** 


pear Hr • Eelmont? i: 

j Aoue given careful consideration to the 
delay izhtch occurred in hand ling ihe ratter o f the 
dereliction of Special Agent | | of the 

He la York Division in the security Hatter case involve 
ing less Smerdlou, and it is apparent that the Dones- 
tic Intelligence Division should have submitted its 
menorandur , i on this ratter more protiptly • Although 
the letter containing the pertinent ' detitils laas re- 
ceived in the Pureau on September 27, 1953 , and in 
the Domestic Intelligence Division on the following 
day, the mem orandum recommending action against 
Agent \ \ ms not prepared until September 23? 1953 , 

Hatters of this nature should receive 
prompt and vigorous attention and the preparation of 
memoranda or other necessary action should not be 
delayed,, Therefore, f desire that you instruct the ^ 
agent supervisors in your division that such items ^ 
must be given expeditious attention as I do net in- * 
tend to tolerate such delays in the future, ' 

Very truly yours. 


w O 

</> m 

^ rn 

- -n ^ 


m cv 


ToIsoq , 

, Ladd fi ~ ij 

Nichols — ^ 
j Bclipooi.^, 

I Clc* 5 — . 

Gl>Tt n . .-a . 

I HtfbQ T .i ^r - . 
Rosea 

T««T*J 

Geartyv„ — — 
\ Uoht^—^ 
1 T^otertowd— 
Tele, Room., 
i f ' HoHoaaQi — 

I \ Si too 

V 1 \Mi$s Gancfy - 


MAiLfcU 3 " _" “ 
nrT_ 4*'—,’ 
COMM,pnt 


’fjSTpbo ()'-■ 


20 OCT 131950 ^ 


4, 2.:- 67~ '/.v, ( 

John Edgar Eobve^t^ZT 
1 Director Nu ^ hor# 


ft 


9 m 

"rt rp ~t 

f I - Vk , '* “ * f ■■ 

v .’.v* 
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OFFICE HEKORAHDIJM UNITED SPATES GOVERNMENT 

TO. : Mr. gtolson DATE: 10-2-53 

FROM s H. H. Clegg 

SUBJECT: TESS SWERDLOW i 

SECURITT MATTER: C 
Bureau File 100-369Q69 

With Regard, to the letter from the New York Division 
dated September 15 , l553> 'which deaLth .with the erroneous 
identification o f* the above-captioned subject, by Special Agent 

| of the New York Division^ and which was. received-, 
by the Internal Security Section of the Domestic Intelligence 
Division under da t'd of S eptember 23'. 1953» recpnmending 'a letter 
of censure for SA I \ . A letter 5f censure and' probation was 
prepared by the Administrative Action Unit .of the Administrative 
Division under date of September 30, 1953. The- Director's office 
has requested that the apparent delay in the preparation of the 
memorandum by the Internal Secturj tar Section- and' the letter of 
cenusre and. probation to SA | I by the Administrative Action 
Unit be looked into. , * - 



The above letter from the gew York Division. was received 
in the Director's office at 10:39 a. m; on 9-17-53 j was received, 
by “r. Tolson's Office at 2:05 p. mi hnd by “r. ladd's Office at 
3 : 06 p.m. on the same date. This letter' was forwarded .to the 
Administrative Action Unit for review and recommendation for 
•appropriate administrative action on 9-18-53* However,, since 
background information and r ecommendations of Domestic 'Intelligence 
Division were, needed, it was forwaxded to 'the "Sxternal Security 
Section where it, was received at 5 : 03 p .m. j Firday.- 9-18-5 3. It TI fa 6 
was. assigned for handling to Siipervisarl | who) fa 7 D 

received- it 'on Monday' morning, 9-21-53 . 1 r was involved 

in an, ext ensive~analvsis of the' testimony of former Confidential 
Informant | I before the Rouse Ccmmittee on Un- 

American Activities on 0-21-53, and was engaged in a lecture from 
9:00 to 11:00 a. m., on £-22-53. He was therefore ■unable to dictate 
on the Swerdlow matter until. 9-22-53. The memorandum was typed 
and sent through, "under date of r — 23-53* This memorandum was 

received by Hr. Belmont's Office at Us 26 a. m., 9-23-53, and by 
Hr. ladd's Office at 3i07 p.m; on the same date. It was then 
forwarded to the Administrative Action Unit and received in the- early 
morning of 9-2R-53. A p ersonne l brief and a recommendation for 
a letter of censure to SA | I was 


% 



letter to- 3elmoifat & Olavin -10-7-53 







appended. The memorandum and personnel brief were submitted 
to r» n. 1 . Edwards, Personnel Office, and were a pproved on Fridat, 
°“25-5.3 by ! Mr. Glavin, who also recommended that SA| |be placed 
on probation. This action was approved by Mr. Mohr for Mr. Tolson 
and returned to Mr. Glavin at 1**51 P.. M. on 9-2 5-53; It was 
received in the.mail room of the* Personnel Office^ at $318 P. H. on' 
9-25-53 and was thereafter delivered to the Administrative .Action 
Unit on the morn ing of 9-28-53* The - memorandum was- assigned to 
Agent Supervisor ! I for .the preparation of a 

letter of censure and probation, to ’Sk\ \ SA l ~L who 

is a comparatively new super visor i n the Administrative Division 
dictated the letter to r Agen t! Ion 9-28-53 but nertain changes 
were ^suggested by the u nit Chief> , necessitating 

a revision by the stenographer Who was unaoxe to- complete the 
transcription immediaely because she was taking dictation oh other 
.matters of an urgent and expedite nature. ^ The, letter was sent- ■■■ 
through in final form pn.September 29, .1953, dated form September 36 , 


hecomekdahoh: 


- . . ' .... Fro? the' foregoing, it is noted that the week end of 

Prl 8 “fl/53 intervened while* matter was in the Domestic J-ntelligence 
Division for consideration, and the week .end of 9/25-28/53, 
intervened while memorandum was in the. Administrative. Division 
for preparation of letter.. There was some, delay in the internal 
Security Section in the preparation of the memorandum in that 
it was. received by Supervisor on the morning of 9-21*53 and was 
not handled until the. following’ day. However, the Supervisor 
was tied upon a previous special and was unable to devote him 
attention to* this matter oh the first day. There was. also some 
delay in the preparation of -the letter of censure and probation, 
but in this case the' letter was prepared by a comparatively new 
employee in that unit and certain corrections were suggested by 
the Unit Chief, necessitating ,a„ revisiori in the typing of the 
letter. No further action is recommended in this matter. 


J a E reo "^i-th Clegg... It is obvious this matter -was hot promptly 

handled but was "bandied about". I recommend; letters to Belmont and 
Glavin instructing that such correspondence jbe more, promptly handled. 

10—1*— Tolson 


DIRECTOR’S NOTATION: " I* CERTAINLY AGREE" H. 




p 




October 23, 1953 


PERSONAL. AlID COUMdEIJTIAL 


U 

Mr* Alan S', Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investi gabion 

Washington, D, 0,, 


Boar Mr, Belmonit 



cs' _*s .•■•w-** v ±i ^-r/r ■' 

„r 4 - 



I have given careful const deration to the 
findings Of the? inquiry recently node into the. handling 
by the Domestic intelligence Division of information 
to the effect that certain confidential items- emanating 
from United States defense installations had been, ob- 
served in the Soviet Zone of Germany and 1 an greatly 
concerned over the failure of the Espionage ■ Section of ■- 
your division to issue instructions that the individual “■ 
_ furnishing this information be interviewed by a Bureau _ 
representative ‘ 1, 


It is your responsibility, as Assistant Director 
to. make certain, that, all matters' of this kind are giU.eri, . 
thorough consideration and ha- investigative possibilities u 
averlookcd * There toaS a definite failure in this regppd 
in this instance and I shall expect you to take appro'-* 
pr.iaie measures , to prevent any repetition « 


jl&sadv 

CQ: Mr, §ddd 

jfp&rsbnal and 


Tolsoii 

Udd— 1 

Nichols 
Be)a»oot 
Cle^ v ,~ r . 
G1 tVltUuMkMj 

Ktrtjq 
Rpscn «— 
Tracy . . . j, 

CTcarty 

' Mphc timri' y 

tinterrowd---. 
Tele. Room- 

Si ZOO lia .T--, 

Miss Gandy - 



£8 

JT271953 


Very truly yours. 




IWr. 




ce ’Memorandum • united states government 


* Cm Am Tolson 


*»om « b. H. Clegg 


nSt 

datb: October 20y^ \ 

1953 


subject: UNKNOWN SUBJECTS; THEFTS OF BLUEPRINTS 

FROM EVANS SIGNAL LABORATORY. FT. MONMOUTH, N.J. 
ESPIONAGE - R 

SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE, FT. MONMOUTH, N.J. 

AND FEDERAL TELECOmUNICATIONS LABORATORIES, 
NUTLET, N.J. 

o 


V 



SYNOPSIS s 


A/euJa^K 


- 


The Director instructed that the espionage case 
involving the Evans Signal Laboratory be reviewed to make sure 
that it had been handled with proper regard for the Bureau's 
interest . In reviewing that case, it was determined that Senator 
McCarthy's hearings apparently covered this case and the case 
entitled, "Suspected Espionage, Ft. Monmouth, N.J., and Federal 
Telecommunications Laboratories, Nutley, N.J.," therefore both 
cases were reviewed. 

Unknown Subjects; Thefts of Bluepri nts 

From Evans Signal Laboratory, Ft. Monmouth, N.J. 

Espionage - R ; ' 

As a result of data furnished by 0-2 at Fort Monmouth 
to the Newark Office on 12-12-52, which was furnished to the 
Bureau in air-tel of 12-16-52, the Bureau secured on 12-22-52, 
an Air Intelligence Iixformatioj^J^^^t^dated 6-5-52, received 
at 0—2 Headquarters on 12—1—52. 

This report (Stated that an untden 
laboratory assistant who had defected in th 
Germany had advised the Air Force that he wde emloyed in a 
Russian- laboratory at Pima, near Dresden, fifom June, 1949, to 
September, 1950 • He claimed that while employed there^ he-saWr? 
microfilm t copies of blueprints from the Evaiis Signs & LaVomatorty 
at Fort Monmouth, New Jersey, pertaining to ; equipment •_ under 
de velopment by the United States. He stated that any informa- 
tion desired from Evans Signal Laboratory could be obtained and, 
during a visit to Krakow in the Eastern Zone, he saw an eight 

cc - 1 - Mr. Ladd 

1 - Mr. Belmont y f 

1 - Mr. Glavin (Att&htio ns , H. L. Edwards) 4^ 

\ ' ' ' n 

iNsrmy^^ ; t ^ 












millimeter silent film about the Atomic Energy installation 
at Oak Ridge , Tennessee , which included shots of the diffusion 
rooms , pumping up its, a cyclotron, geiger counter with ampli- 
fier, oscilloscope , loud-speaker and computer • He further 
stated that the movie showed people actually at work in various 
laboratories and 1 contained technical construction data for the 
building shown ia the film • The Air Intelligence Information 
Report stated that some of the information the defector gave 
was not considered feasible 9 No details were given concerning 
that conclusion • ; It was determined by the Liaison Section that, 

1 prior to the receipt of this information by the Bureau, G-2 
had already instructed First Army to arrange to have the defector 
re interviewed 0 


On 1-15-53, Newark was furnished a Photostat of the 
Air Intelligence Information Report of 6-5-52, and instructed 
to immediately institute dn investigation • A report was sub- 
mitted on 3-6-53 ^ which revealed that the radar equipment 
referred to by the defector in connection with the blueprints 
was similar to several radar sets, one of which is classi- 

fied confidential and the others Restricted or Unclassified * 

It was also determined that similar radar sets were released 
to Russia during {World War II and that Evans Signal Laboratory 
blueprints bore their title only during 1940-1945 , and that none 
of the statements of the defector toad pertinent to laboratory 
projects since 1946 m As a result of the leads set forth in 

an * the Washington Field office letter 
°f Enoxvtlle Office submitted a report . 4-15-53 . 

3 ii a tto g itaTeit)** ' W 0 ™**™ concerning a film about Oak Ridge 
lion had i !?**•£*' and that the Atomic Energy Commie - 

MHpflintfMflK 

an d A <59 furnished by the Newark Office 

Ruri^rih’+at^d* Wa3 re °t J ‘ ran <>- a Fort Monmouth, the 

I ddZtd il b t Vi d »f dn Air Intelligence Information Renort 

dated 12-3-52, which stated that the defector had been re in ter 

dnd stated he fabricated the majority, 
if not all, of the information reported originally and that all 


- 2 




electronics informtion previously furnistei by tte d 

should be discounted. The Bureau also obtained an Air In telll 
gence Disposition i Form dated 3~l?S3 t and addressed to 
which recommended that any investigation be dropped and t 
case closed . 

The Bureau advised Newark on 5-6-53 to discontinue 
the investigation L Newark submitted a closing report dated 
6-4-53, which staged the Director of Research at Fort Monmouth 
had advised that jtte equipment which the defector originally 
reported he saw was similar to U*S* equipment but not identical^ # 
to Evans Signal Laboratory developments subsequent to World War II# 


The defector has never been interviewed by the Bureau • 
The press has reported that a representative of the McCarthy 
Committee has goae to Europe to interview a defector, not further 
identified # 


Suspected Espionage, ft# Monmouth, N.J. 
and Federal Telecommunications Laboratories, 
Nut ley. N.J. • ' 


The First Army (through Q-2), after correlating infor- 
mation available from employees 1 applications, FBI reports, 

Navy Department files and Air Force files, advised the Bureau 


on 12-12-52, that 
lan espionage ring 


in its opinion, the possibility existed that 
was operating at Fort Monmouth, New Jersey • 

On 1-16-53 ] Buread advised G-2 no additional investigation would 
be undertaken in absence of more specif ic allegations • Matter 
again called to Bureau f s attention by G-2 on 4-14-53, when it 
advised that the American Legion Post at Belmar, New Jersey, had 
informed Senator McCarthy that a number of undesirables were 
being kept on the j rolls at Fort Monmouth despite the charges 
preferred by local officials reflecting on them as security 
risks # The American Legion blamed Army higher-ups for this situa- 
tion. G-2 suggested the Bureau might desire to reconsider its 
position in light of the additional information • On 4-21-53, 
Bureau issued instructions to Newark to review First Army Head- 
quarters files relating to these allegations # On 5-1-53, Newark 
advised that the files consisted of dossiers on 550 people, review 
of which was under way but that because of magnitude of task, 
they could not meet Bureau deadline of April 30, which was set 
in Bureau communication of 4-21-53 . This letter also gave the 
Bureau detailed description of the problem involved by setting 
forth a complete description of the contents of a typical dossier # 


On 5-21-53, Newark advised the Bureau it had completed 
the review of 434 dossiers on personnel at Forth Monmouth (102 
then employed, 269 formerly employed , 93 never employed). Of 
the 434 dossiers, Newark found it already had investigative files 
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on 205 of then and that its files on these people contained all 
information that was available in the dossiers. This letter 
■j further advised review of the dossiers on those persons on 
| whom they did not have an investigative file did not reveal 
j information which would warrant investigation under the Espionage 
I or Loyalty of Government Employees Program, 

Newark further advised that on 5-19-53, CIC had made 
available files on 11? persons employed at the Federal Telecom- 
munications Center and that review of these files would be com- 
pleted by 5-28-53i On 5-27-53, Newark advised review of all 
; files completed and that on basis of review of 117 files relating 
to persons employed at Federal Telecommunications center, it was 
'•opening 14 cases, \ On 6-9-53 , the Bureau instructed Newark to 
photostat all pertinent derogatory information in CIC files and 
to forward summaries to the Bureau together with recommendations 
as to whether further investigation should be undertaken. This 
letter broadened the scove of Newark's inquiry. The original 
instructions set forth in Bureau letter of 4-21-53, required 
only that Newark review First Army files to determine whether 
there was any basis for further investigation of any individual 
under the Loyalty jProgram or the Espionage Statutes; whereas, 
instructions of 6^9-53 required a summary memo on each individual 
reflecting all derogatory information and specif ically mentioning 
the Bureau's respbpsibility under the Espionage, Internal Secu- 
rity and Security j of Government Employees Programs, Because 
jof the short deadline set in the Bureau's letter of 4-21-53 and 
I because of the limitations mentioned above, Newark, in original 
\review of these dossiers, did not record references, relatives 
| and associates of these people and did not search them through 
j Us indices. This lack of detailed instructions resulted in 
‘some duplication of effort when the instructions of June 9, 1953 
[were issued, Newark advises 48 Agent days expended in review * 
of files during April and May but that only a portion of this 
represents efforts] subsequently duplicated. Exact number of 
iAgent days wasted cannot be determined but, apparently, much of 
.waste could have been prevented if Bureau had promptly issued 
detailed instructions following receipt of Newark letter of Man 1, 
i Bureau, in issuing, instructions of 4-21-53, Should have aleAed 
'tNewark to responsibilities under Internal Security Program as 
(well as Espionage and Loyalty of Government Employees programs. 

The Newark Office opened or reopened 26 Security of 
Government Employees cases and 11 Security Matter - 0 cases 
6ased on review of references, relatives and associates following 
Bureau instruction s! of 6-9-53, 4 . 



Inspector Hennrich and Assistant Director Belmont 
explained instructions of 6-9-53 issued after re-evaluation of 
entire situation following receipt of letter from Newark , 5-21-53, 
explaining insufficient evidence found in review of CIC files 
to warrant further investigation • They both felt that in the 
interest of being ultrdconservative and to fully protect the 
Bureau from subsequent shenanigans of Army brass, copies of all 
derogatory information in possession of CIC should be contained 
in FBI files ♦ | 

A file review and Photostat work ordered in Bureau 
\letter of 6-9-53 did not progress as directed and on 9-4-53, 
^Director noted j delay in handling case and said that case had 
Tbeen grossly mishandled at Newark and at Seat of Government ; 
also wanted to \khow the identities of Supervisors at Newark and 
Seat of Government who were responsible for this " coasting * ,f 

I Director T s questions answered by memo of 9-9-53, as a result 
of which disciplinary action was taken as to personnel at Newark 
and the Bureau ^ for failure to have project completed more 
promptly, failure to be: certain suffic ient manpower was assigned 
and for failure to luftm on Newark *s demanding immediate action 
by the Army in j photostating necessary materialm Since specific 

! interest of Director expressed by inquiries on 9-4-53, case 
has been afforded hour-by-hour supervision, and there appears 
to have been no delinquencies since that date • Case to date 
has not been orie of investigation but one of reviewing files 
of the Army to determine whether further investigation 
should be made •; Review, briefing and photostating have been 
completed by Newark and all material has been forwarded to the 

1 Bureau* Newark has opened or reopened 66 Loyalty of Government 
Employees cases, 65 Security Matter - c cases, 3 Internal Secu- 
rity - C cases, 2 Internal Security - R cases and 4 Espionage - 
R cases, for a I total of 140 investigative matters * These 
cases are presently receiving attention * 


S - 





te' 


bo 


OBSER 7ATI0NS 

1 . 


Th e above oases we re supervised at the Seat of 
~ 1 ' of the Espionage Section , Chief 


| Government by S£ t 

lof which is V. A, Branigan. The Inspector in Charge of the 
irapionape Section is Carl E, Hennrich, and his immediate Supervisor 
’is Assistant Director A,H, Belmont , All of the above individuals 
and SAC D,S,3ostetter of Newark were censured on 9/14/53 , as set 
forth above, /or; the delay and other delinquencies in the case 
entitled "Suspecjted Espionage, Ft, Monmouth, New Jersey, and 
Federal Telecommunications Laboratories, Nutley, New Jersey} 

Espionage - B ," ASAC Kenneth Commons has the over-all supervision 
of security matters in the Newark Office, 

2, The defector who furnished to the Air Force the 

I original information in the case entitled " Unknown Subjects, 

Theft of Blueprints from Evans Signal Laboratory, Ft, Monmouth, 

New Jersey} Espionage - B" never has been interviewed by a Bureau 
representative, j Be was interviewed twice by the Air Force in 
Germany, The Domestic Intelligence Division stated instructions 
never were issued to have the defector interviewed by our Liaison 
Representative at Heidelberg for the following reason s 

The Bureau was informed on 12/29/52 that G-2 was 
attempting to locate and interview the defector in Europe, G-2 
would have jurisdiction in Europe to handle such an interview, 
our Liaison Representative does not normally conduct any active 
investigations, and in view of Gr2's statement they were attempting 
to have the informant ihtervieu/fihat was deemed adequate at that time. 
The Domestic Intelligence Division adoiaed instructions were not 
is sued to have the defector interviewed subsequent to the receipt 
of the Air Force's report of 12/3/52, which stated that the 
defector had informed that the majority, if not all, of the 
information originally reported was a fabrication because the 
Bureau's investigation failed to substantiate that any of the 
material described in the original interview had been stolen 
from Evans Signal! Laboratory, the motion picture data he mentioned 
was too vague to identify} all the specific data which he mentioned 
concerning this film was determined to have been unclassified , 
and the Air Force report of 12/3/52, which stated the defector had 
fabrioated the majority if not all of his original information. 
stated specifically that a 11 electronics information contained* in 
the report of the previous interview should be discounted. 

, ,, * 8 *} 8 uiew cf the Training & Inspection Division 

that full protection of the Bureau's interests should have dictated 
efforts be made to have a Bureau representative interview the 
original informant. 


mQm 
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Messrs. Ladd and Belmont point out that the defector's 
Istory was thricf discounted ■ They agree inI. QTMant_s h ould have 
j | been interviewed and instructions are being issued ±o interview him, 

/ '?£&&& M J 

* 3, Forty-eight Agent days were spent during April and 

May , 1953 , in o | preliminary review of the First Army files. On 
5/1/53, Mewark furnished the Bureau complete details regarding the 
problem involved but the Bureau did not issue specific instructions 
to Mewark until 6/9/53. At that time the Bureau ordered each 
dossier be photostated and 0 summary be sent to the Bureau, All 
of the 43 Agent days were not wasted as during the preliminary 
review a general understanding was obtained of the type of data 
available in the Army files, the names of all of the subjects of 
the Army cases were searched through the Mewark files but some 
duolication exists which could have been avoided if detailed 
instructions had been issued immediately after receipt of Mewark 
communication of 5/1/53. 

ifessri. Ladd and Belmont point out Espionage Section did 
not receive Mewark memo of 5/1/53 until 5/12/53 and that they felt 
Bureau was not in position to issue additionalunstructions to 
Mewark until after preliminary review by Mewark] completed. 


4, As a result of the expanded program called for by^ u 
Bureau letter of 6/9/53, Mewark has opened or reopened 65 Security " 
Matter-C cases, 66 Security of Government Employee cases, 2 
Internal Security - R cases, 4 Espionage-R cases, and 3 Internal 
Security ■ C cascSj c toicl of 140 files • 

. j ■ • 

Messrs. Ladd and Belmont observed that a total of 136 
files of the above-mentioned 140 were authorised by the Bureau to 
be opened or reopened by Mewark, that they are submitting a 
separate memorandum to the Director setting forth the various ■ 
reasons why these files were opened or reopened. They point out 
66 additional dossiers were made available by the Army, that cases 
were opened on a-ssociati ons and remote allegations which would not 
ordinarily be the basis for Bureau investigation ; that some cases 
were opened as a; result of a complete check of the Mew York and 
\Bureau files anS, checks of references, relatives and associates 
[ through the Mewark files. Borne additional cases were based on 
| information not 'in the »rmy dossiers when they were reviewed in 
May and that in their opinion there are a very limited number of 
cases which should have been opened as a result of the May 1953 
review by Mewark', They say they may have been overly sealous in 
opening cases in 1 their desire to protect the Bureau ; however, they 
believe their reasoning was sound. 
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5. Despite the fact that Amy authority advised on 
4/14/53 of theirlopinion that there was a possibility an espionage 
ring existed at Ft. Monmouth, the Bureau does not know if the 
Amy *s suspicions are well-founded. The Bureau is, however, in 
possession of all information on which the Army based its suppo- 
sitions and has conducted ■ investigation on many of the individuals 
! involved and is how conducting either new or additional investi- 
gation involving \140 cases as detailed above. 


Messrs^ Belmont and Ladd point out the above is a very 
broad statement; \that the allegations of the Army have been care- 
fully analysed ahd appropriate investigation launched . They felt 
this reference by the Army to the Bureau of alleged espionage ring 
had all the ear marks of an attempt to foist an administrative 
and disciplinary [problem off on the Bureau. They point out the 
Army allegation and possible espionage was based largely on 
information the $BI had furnished the Army and that the Bureau had 
conducted espionage investigations of individuals at Ft. Monmouth, 
was still conducting investigations of individuals under that 
category, principally as a result of associates or friends of 
persons in the Rosenberg case. 


6. Thd Newark Office was obviously not aware o f secur ity 
matters w ithin which required attention because after 

the Bureau instructed a review of Army files be made it was 
or reopen the cases mentioned above . 


necessary to oDenj 

■ y ' ' 

Messrs. 


/Belmont \and Ladd point out that in their opinion 
in only a few cases does it appear that Newark should have opened 
these cases previously and that they are following Newark on them. 

7. Regardless of whether it is eventually established 
that an espionage \ ring exists at Ft. Monmouth, or whether signi- 
ficant information is developed through the investigation of 
the individual cases as mentioned above, it i s a pparen t th at the ~ 
Bureau's interests have not b eenMequa^ 
the manner in whi Ch inese casesjime^ ed \ ' ■ 


Messrs/ Belmont and Ladd believe that an analysis of the 
entire procedure followed in the Ft. Monmouth situation will re- 
flect their primary aim has been to protect the Bureau's interests 
and that they have gone far beyond the normal in their effort to 
do this. They 3tgte there was a delay and point out they have 
already been censured for it. 

j/ d ,11 * rf/ 4 

RECOMMENDATIONS 1\1\ 

J, No recommendation is being made at this time concerning 
Supervisor I { inasmuch as he is on emergency annual leave / 

because of the recent\death of his mother. Recommendation as id 
PR' he returns to duty* ’ 


]mll be made 
Messrs. 


wr.en he returns to duty, 
Belmont and Laid agree. 



IP psffp 


, f , '- f r .. 1 >t 1 o :'v i U r t 



■ ■ ; ! ' * 4* «TVf^ 

M :• ^ v*^ 

2. That Section Chief William A.teranigaitbe censured 
and 1 placed on probation for (l) his failure™ assure WBBB& 
that, proper effort had been made to have the defector interviewed 
by : a Bu reau representative, and (2) for his failure to assure 
’Im&if that proper instructions had been issued to the Newark 
Office regarding the review of the First Amy files after the 
receipt of Newark comunication of 5/1/53 which detailed the 
problem involved, 

j 

Messrs* Belmont and Ladd agree censure is warranted but only 
for the failure to issue] instructions to have the defector interviewed * 
They do not agree that administrative action is warranted in connection 
jnth instructions issued on the basis of Newark's letter’ of 5/1/63. 

Ol 

IC 9 ^ ^ "~v- - €/ 


rf!j& 


3. That Inspector Carl E.\Hennrich be censured and 
placed on probation for (1) his fail tee to assure tkat 

proper effort had been made to have fcfte defector interviewed by 
a Bureau representative, and (2) for his failure to assure Wwn \jf 
that proper instructions had been issued to the Newark Office re- 
garding the review of the First Army files after the receipt of 
Newark comunication of 5/1/53 which detailed the problem involved. 


Messrs* \ Belmont and Ladd agree censure is warranted but only : 
for the failure to issue instructions to have the defector interviewed* j 
They do not agree j that administrative action is warranted in connection j 
\with instructions] issued on the basis of Newark's letter of 6/1/63* j 




M >i 


r 4. 


d. That Assistant Director A, NAIelmont be censured for 
the lax manner in^hich these cases were supfrvised, as detailed above, 

Messrs* j Belmont and Ladd agree to the extent that a letter 
of censure is warranted for the failure to issue instructions to have 

the defector interviewed. n 

-n Jj ,0^1 9 


t <ojzfjS2 



. ■ _ Sm tilhat ASAC Kennetti'icommons of the Newark Office 

'failu^t of oecurity\atters, be censured for his' 

failure to .be .aware of security matters within the Newark 
Division which required attention . 

i , - ^ Messrs. Belmont and Ladd felt that they should obtain 

Sdetailed explanations from Newark as to why certain cases involved in 

\thi£ l l e r et i iew l » ere not Previously opened in May and that any action 
l should be deferred pending receipt of this explanation . ‘ 


-> 


&J.1 Z] 
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' ,AX 


for hi » r fi of the Newark Off ice, \be°censured 

Messrs.' Belmont and Ladd felt that they should obtain 
explanations from Newark as to why certain cases involved in 
e review jwere not previously opened in May and that any action 
be deferred pending receipt of this explanation. 

l 

x ' • -IT' ' 'p-h- 






Bureau regarding matters within its iurisdinttnllVi * nown *° the 
by this Committee. The details should be n%tLVli h{ ? bee ^ developed 

* ■.SS5U2'j£.«j.»<~;*^ >3 *. 52i.J:V ' m'K&S'KK *° *• 


Diuisihn point out Domestic Intell igence 

a. n^+kVl already reviewed Joseph Levitsky ‘s testimony of 10/13/53 

^ *"**•»** of wlt/essVswif 

ftriA JL ,?4 ? 11 "lu 1 7J 53 9 ai } d tha t 9 l f so instructed, they will secure 

and jNeview all the testimony which this Committee has heard. 

' 4 VC - ^ 

. j A; : GeX***^, '$**/?* . 

■ A ■ . ! A - aAAAA/ : ' AA . - ■■ ■ . Cet4 

• .A ■ -9- 
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8*Unleas the Director instructs to the contrary > the 
Training and Inspection Division will not undertake to review 
the 667 dossiers ,■ photostatic copies of which have been 
obtained by Newark • It is noted the Domestic Intelligence 
Division is currently reviewing summaries of this material and 
determining whether it is in agreement with the recommendations 
submitted by Newark as a result of its review of these dossiers* 

Messrs • E\elmont and Ladd point out that the Domestic 
I Intelligence Division has completed its review of the 667 cases 
and has agreed with ] Newark that 136 cases should be opened or 
reopened as compared with Newark’s recommendation that 140 cases 
ould be opened orj reopened • j/ 

j ^ ^ 
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Office Mttripfandum • united states government 



DATE: October 21, 
1953 


SUBJECT : 



MR. D. M. LADD 
MR. A. H.\BEL 


UNKNOWN SUBJECTS; THEFTS OF BLUEPRINTS 
FROM EVANS SIGNAL LABORATORY, FT. MONMOUTH, N. J 
ESPIONAGE - R 

SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE , FT. MONMOUTH, N. J., 

AND FEDERAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS LABORATORIES, 

NUTLEY, N. J* . 

i A/e w a * K 

Rememo October 20, 1953, to Mr. Tolson from Mr. 

Clegg. 

Concerning Observation No. 2 on page 6, which pertains 
to the case entitled , "Unknown Subjects ; Thefts of Blueprints 
from Evans Signal \ Laboratory, Fort Monmouth, New Jersey; 

Espionage - R, " it should be borne in mind that the defector's 
story was thrice discounted: first , in the original report 

from the Air Force, when the Air Force stated that some of the 
information furnished by the defector was not feasible; second, 
by our investigation at Fort Monmouth and Oak Ridge; and third, 
by the Air Force reinterview and resultant statement that the 
defector had fabricated the information, and the Air Force 
recommendation that any investigation be dropped. However, I 
agree that a further precautionary step would have been to 
have had our Liaison Representative interview the defector. 

In view of the strong indication at the time that the. information 
was fabricated , such an inte rview did not appear logical then. 

We are instructing our Liaison Representative to inte rview.. him—' 
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Regarding Item 3 on page 7 under "Observations,” the 
Inspecto r points out a duplication of effort which could haij^Q 
been avoided if detailed instructions had beenl issued immediately ... 
to Newark upon receipt of Newark memorandum dated.jy.ay lj> 1953. 

The May 1 memorandum from Newark was not in thA^ffle-a-t-the time 
•the Inspector examined it. It has now been located. This memorandum 
was first received in the Espionage Section on May 12, 1953 . This 
is an Q-vage memorandum with about 200 pages of attachments. On 





the same day (May 12), received in Espionage Section on 
May 13, Newark, 1 in response to Bureau air-tel of May 11, 

1953, reported that the results of the preliminary survey 
of material had been submitted by memorandum dated May 1 
and that the detailed review of the files was being conducted 
and the results j would be submitted by May 15, 1953 . It will 
thus be seen that the Bureau was not in a position to issue 
additional instructions to Newark, based on the May 1 
memorandum, prior to the completion of the review by Newark . 


Regarding Item 4 on page 7, we are submitting a 
separate memorandum showing an analysis of the files opened 
or reopened by Nemrk as a result of the review program 0 
These oases were activated, as a result of the September 
review, primarily because of the following factors • 

1# Sixty-8 ix additional dossiers were made available 
by the Army « 

2 % Cases were opened on associations and remote 
allegations which would not ordinarily be the 
basis for Bureau investigation ; however, both 
Newark and the Bureau felt we should check any 
individual on whom any possible question existed . 

In none of the cases opened as a result of this 
review was there a specific allegation of espionage • 
The oases (were opened as a precautionary measure in 
many instances . 

3# The September review included checks of the New 
York and Bureau files, in addition to Newark files, 
and checks of references, relatives, and associates 
of the subjects through Newark files . Again, this 
was an unusual step, going beyond even the pre- 
cautions taken in the Loyalty Program • However, 
the Bureau felt it was necessary . This resulted in 
information warranting the opening or reopening of 
oases, particularly under the broader standards being 
applied inj this matter as mentioned above • 

4% Cases where additional information had accumulated .. 
in the Army dossiers or was made available by the A mu 
following the May review « r * 



I 



5, There are a! very United number of cases in which it 
appears to iis that the case should have been opened as 
a result of l the May, 1953 , review by Newark, We are 
getting explanations on these from the Newark Office , 

1 should like to stress that the great majority of 
cases were opened or reopened not on substantial 
allegations] but, rather, on allegations which would 
not ordinarily warrant Bureau investigation. We my 
have been overly zealous in opening cases in our 
desire to protect the Bureau ; however, I think we are 
3ound in our reasoning , 


Relative to Observation No, 5 that the Bureau does 
not know if the Army's suspicions of espionage are well- 
founded, this is, of course, a broad statement. The 
allegations by the Army in each instance when received in 
the Bureau have bben most carefully analysed and appropriate 
investigation launched# It should be borne in mind that the 
reference of the over-all situation by the Army to the Bureau 
as an espionage ring bore all the earmarks of attempts by the 
Army to foist an administrative and disciplinary problem 
off on the Bureau, and that the Army allegations were most 
carefully sifted. In fact, our reviews in Hay, and again 
in September, were launched despite the fact that we had 
already conducted; investigations of hundreds of Fort Monmouth 
employees and ex-employees ■ In fact, the Army's allegation 
of possible espionage ms based largely on information we 
had furnished the. Army as a result of our investigations, 
and we had conducted espionage investigation s of individuals 
at Fort Monmouth 'and are still conducting investigations of 
individuals under, that category, principally as a result of 
associates or friends of persons in the Rosenberg case. 


Relative to Observation No, 6, as noted above the 
Nemrk Office opened or reopened a large number of cases 
based on the factors set forth under Observation No, 4. Jn 
only a few cases does it appear that Nemrk should have opened 
these cases previously, and we are following Nemrk on these. 
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Concerning Observation No* 7, an analysis of 
the entire procedure we followed in this Fort Monmouth 
situation will reflect that our primary aim has been to 
protect the Bureau's interests and that we have gone far 
beyond the normal in our effort to do this* There has been 
a delay for which we have already been censured; however, 
our goal throughout in this matter has been to protect the 
Bureau's interests . 


Concerning the Inspector's recommendations, I 

cure, 

J do, not agree with No, 2 and No, 3, I feel 
that a letter of censure is warranted to Mr, Branigan 
and Mr, Hennrich, inasmuch as it now appears that it 
would have been more desirable to have our Liaison 
Representative interview the defector. The instructions 
U Newark, based on Newark memorandum of May 1, 1953, were 
handled properly, as I have explained above, I do not 
feel that probation is warranted in either of these oases. 




I agree that I should receive a letter of 
censure on the same basis of failure to interview the , 
defector, C ftA I £ HtJ A 1 

is to Recommendations Nos, 5 and 6, I think we 
should pin down the Newark Office as to the responsibilities 
for failure to open certain oases in May which are now 
‘being opened, and thereafter consider administrative 
action, \ 


b6 

'b7C 

b7D 


is to Recommendation No, 7, the Domestic 

Intelligence Division has already reviewed f 
testimony of October 13 and is presently reviewing the 
testimony of witnesses before the Committee on October 
16 and 17, 1953, Ve have not secured the testimony of 
other witnesses before the Committee, There have been 
numerous witnesses. If it is desired that we review this 
testimony, we will do so. 


- 4 - 




is to Recommendation So* 8 t the Domestic IntellU 
gen ce Division has completed its review of the 667 cases 
and as a result; 136 oases have been opened or reopenedt 



; . . , i 
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Ur* 41an 3* Belnont 
Federal bureau of Investigation 
tyaohingtion, 3* 0% 

Pear 3r* Belmont? 

X 1 want -you Pt'ffc immediate steps to Prevent 
*ny recurrence in thejtimsttc intcUigenceDipiotod/nf 
delays dr c^mtniBtrati've weaknesses snob as those which 
tU bandZina Of n* letter from cTngrJ^lan 
Carroll P.aece which mo dated; October 10, 1003. The 
3ur*eau haaCcrcfiillij gone into this patter a:$a despite 
*Ae /act *5016 a number of /ties had to be reviewed there 

fc7V? * cn< ? P^heoeeo Which certainly 
have been avoided if proper supervisory attention 
had been given to thto tatter* . 

w ^ . . Although you advised a representative of the 
yratfniny ontl JnQp$ct$$n J ytvi&iati iha^t you ifibtt*uo t tcd 
4£* P** 0 ?. £ecr,J V 3 reiterate existing instructions end 
Ur. Keay has oaniaoted appropriate employees Of the 
JkiVison ^cctidn, J do not leant you to lose touch with 
t* LTli°Z Pe™ 0 ”^- ?0» ^duld forthwith take steps 

& t .% an c ^P l0 V^o of the Tronesiio Intelligence 
af,<i boghizant of the importance of properly 
nasdXing wil received in the Bureau and appropriate 
attention should, of course, be given to correspondence 
from members of Congress* You should further la$k into ’ 
the nattetrof supervision of stenographic assignment 
in order that important mail will be handled Ji-th <$e ^ 
greatest possible, dispatch* ^ 



• ^ %e **«* 


Tolsoa 

Bcfnoot 

GWt» 

Uarfeo 
Rosav . 
Tf*cyw~* . 
Gcarty— - 
v* ~Mohr .r_-; ^ 

Vs tfjntprrowd, 

\ TTtle. *Rootn 
i \llolIo»*n 
\ ^$1200^-^- 
\ss Gandy 
S 
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try , tfuiy $ours£>., <X 

, * * V < 3 ? ft- ^ 
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John Sdjar- JJq 
director 
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In Reply, Pltase Rtjtr U> 

fifcJVo. WASHINGTON IS, D.C. 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: 


For inclusion in the fund to be paid to the designated beneficiary of any Special 
Agent, of the FBI who has previously contributed to this fund and who dies from any cause except 
self-destruction while employed as a Special Agent. I am forwarding herewith (by CHECK - MONEY 
ORDER) the sum of $10, payable to the Assistant Director, Administrative DiVision, FBI, to be 
included in said fund. Payment will be made for death by self-destruction after the Agent has 
been a member of the fund for a continuous period of two years . It is understood and agreed 
that the sum tendered herewith is a voluntary, gratuitous contribution to said fund which I 
understand is to be administered in the following manner. The liability of the fund shall not 
under any circumstances exceed the amount of monies in the fund at the time. any liability shall - 
occur. 


The Director of the FBI will appoint a committee which shall consider,- all matters per- 
taining to the acquisition, 3 afe keeping and expending of said fund, which- committee will recom- 
mend appropriate action to the Director in pertinent matters. The Assistant Director of the 
Administrative Division of the FBI shall receive all contributions and account for same to the 
director. Upon the death of any Special Agent who is a member of said fund the appointed com- 
mittee will consider the case and submit a recommendation to the Director as to its conclusions. 
.Appropriate instructions will then be issued to the Assistant Director of the Administrative 
Division, directing him to- pay to the designated beneficiary the sum of $10,000; The following 
person is designated as my beneficiary for FBI Agents' Insurance Fund: . 


Name 


MRS. LORETTA 0. BEIMONT 


Address 2111 if. YVCAIMST., ABLIllGIDNj TA. 


.Relationship., 


WIFE 


Date 


11/4/53 






The following person is designated as my beneficiary under the Chas. £Li)toss Fund 
providing $1500 death benefit to beneficiary of agents killed in line of duty w ^r 

V^rN nmm j n BPT \rf\\Vtl WIFE Il/4/53 

vDate 


NAME 


MRS. LORETTA 0. BELMONT 


Addrls s^ 


.Relationship. 


W ST* t ARLINGTON, VA. 




Very truly yoursf^ 


MJM 

Special Agent 


SLMO/Ot 
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Office Memorandum • united statS government . 


TO * 2f3. D. 142)2) 

FROM * Iff?* 4. 2?. ~^£lMQ T 

SUBJECT: 



date: November 16, 

2953 fezr 


/ 



Relative to the Director 's inquiry as to why I was 
not at the office during early Sunday afternoon, November 15, 
the following is submitted: 


When I left the office at 10:30 p.m . Saturday, arrange - 
.ments had been made to handle all outstanding requests in the 
White case . I planned to pome in shortly after noon on Sunday ; 
however, my wife asked if we could not go to' see friends who 
had just moved, pointing out she had been able to leave the house 
only once in six weeks, due to illness of the children and herself 
. and the fact I had befn working last week end and Armistice Day . 

I had. checked with the office in the morning and again 
| at 8:00 p.m. just as I left home, and found matters progressing 
satisfactorily . I knew -it would be a long haul over Sunday night 
because of the size of the brief on White which we were preparing, 
and until the material was ready for checking, I could not read it. 


reached the office at 5:10 p.m. and worked all night 
bn ihe brief and related inquiries . 

Mr* .Hennrich had checked with me on Sunday morning and 
advised’ me his water heater had burst on Sunday morning, requiring 
installation of a new one on an emergency basis. As matters were 
progressing satisfactorily at the office, he took care o f t his an d 
then reported to the offi 

I on indeed sorry if the Di re&tag pgOj d^y~imgreeatp^ of, 
\lack of interest on my part. For the Director's mformatxor}x~f t 


| was in the office on 

Saturday, N 0 vember 7 
Sunday, November 8 
Armistice Nay, November 22 
, Saturday , November 14 
Sunday, November 15 

f t 


From 

18:45 p.lm. 
8:30 p.p. 
9:30 a ip. 
11:05 a.wr 
5:10 p.m. 

’ 




to/ 



vma.^t4P -p»m v 

10r30~TJTm'. 

All night 
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November' IB; 1$53 

PERSONAL Am COlsh^EirPiAL 



Ur • A lan E • jielnont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington; D, <?♦ 

Dear Ur * Belmont: 


>■* »• tY 

..sww 





£'sd, 



*-*««*:*** 


v4 review has been, node of the handling of 
cases involving the loss .of oldobified documents at 
the Syracuse and Schenectady Plants of the General - 
Electric Company and this survey has disclosed that 
summaries of the Various cases had been prepared by 
the. Eon eSttc Intelligence Division for ny information * 
Certain* administrative weaknesses in the handling of 
these cases were .not set out in the summaries sub- 
mitted by your Division and I have been adyiSed that 
your reason for not showing such delinquencies was 
because you. felt that the purpose of the summary 
memoranda was to. make available the facts, concerning 
the cases in question Obviously ; facts are not 
complete unless delays and other weaknesses in handling w 
are « shown and When ,you present the facts to me I want g 
%o have the complete picture at all times « '■* & 


I shall aspect you to take immediate steps 
to insure that in the future no similar omissions opd^r 
in summary memoranda submitted to me from the Domestic 
Intelligence Division, 


itWtEO 4 ' 

NOmiPBS 

COMM«¥BL 


Very truly pours r 
T. Edaar HooveS 
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CC - Mr. Ladd (Personal jS f Con { fvdentiaA) 
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November 30, 1953 

<r» I 1 s 

PHRSONA4. 


0 

Mr. Alan H. Belmont 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
W ashington, D« C. 

Dear Belmont: 


X want to take this means of 
extending to you my congratulations upon 
your Seventeenth, Anniversary with the Bureau. 
I only hope that your services have, proved as 
rewarding to you as they have to the Eureau 
and I want you to know that I personally am 
very grateful for the many contributions 
which you have made toward the Bureau^ 
growth. 


Sincerely, 

Sa Edgar Hoover 
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PKRFmAL AND COmiiElITIAL 


Ur* Alan R* Belmont 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, d* G* 

, *n 5Y r> , 

Bear Ur* Belmont:, 






mm*** 




D i — > 


CO 
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M x 
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As Assistant director of the Domestic Intel? 
ligenc'e division it ms your responsibility to see to -* 

it that your division was so organised that I 

loould be promptly interviewed* I shall expect you to 
take immediate corrective measures to prevent the 
repetition of such procrastination onjthe part of 
supervisors in. the domestic intellig ^r p MnUUo n. 

Very ^82 y 

J* JSJgtQJP livel y r 

John Edgar » R6 over 



Tioccnowd«« 
tele. Rooo .* 

Sizoo 

Miss C»odf_ 


IdCUyadv 

'f.y r nrn o 
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DEC 3 M953. . 
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1TW AUTOMATIC",' ; ^ ' 

DECLASSIFICATION 

DERIVED FROTI:- , 

*JM AUTOMATIC D E C F I C^T I OH GUIDE 

'jffijMwmimk dft'l J 


Wtindum • UNITED. STATES GOVERNMENT 


FROM 


££uT 


subjscti 


i?:roRfMT:orj co5taimeo /20/53 
li l/' fC-' 13 Uf'CL'SOIFIED * 

H.H.Cl^ 


r-} t*i.o 


HANDLING OF INFO RMATION RECEIVED FROM - {/ h 'Z£ZZ: 

| I wos., ESPIONAGE - * 1 t^IZI 

:) fj smms ~3)oA)es/vc )r^/Af 

r HouUrV-— . 


Si MO 

Jljia Caidr- 


ztjtttjt V7~zsj7J3 ~* — ;tus a meg 
« J int ervTewed' , several times and more interviews will be held • 

On 10/29/53 , I I test f. /’ted before the Jenneiy 

It Committee. The Director has inquired as to: t / , 

I. - ifad we received initially all the information ' which 

I l oops Jenner CommitteeP 

1-Ansioer* No . He testified as to two things we did not know about: 


, A* In our 1948 interview we did not ask I I about 

Q^SLD^I t On 10/29/53 

’ it'f. \told Jenner Committee the I I 

i9 ^ • 4 )A VI A 2 U bH ;-y it ,s ~T~s 

* its \ 1 v 1 ‘ f s * + S ■*■ .• 
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Answer 


bo 



foote r inquire* n o to whether we ore in the clear 


In addition 
explanations 
following as 


to certain investigative 
are now being obtained 
weaknesses ; 


aspects for 
we regard the 


which 





1/either Coyne* $ memorandum nor tne zxecuti 
Conference addendum ( 9/4/47 ) mentioned the 
inquiry had been received 4/lo/47, 


yes- 
6 -2 
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hi 

he 

hie 

b7D 


(U) 


c 


[and was 

Will y/23/53 . . SI 

has been assi gned sinc e 
is of opinionx 


not interviewed hi, 


-j bureau 
4 to whom, 
return 


m A/i o 


J^^~3eTmorTF~s7a7es~^BM: 

Txxjnrlcular questions for 

ILi ond the field was advised 

was on available source of 

should have b een interviewed 


Ttuve were no 
his arrival in 
July 1953 th at I 
information , \ 

03. a precautionary measure. K'e feel he should 
been promptly and thoroughly interviewed . 



have 


F. 


P 


we may regard, as Internal Security or ties .:rtty Letts' 
C type investigations , or vice versa . j fr. helm, it 
points out current Bureau instructions reouire the 

itai 8 ni1 xp - 1 l liiat - i0n °< an informants knowledge t and 
tnat all interviews snould be carefully prepared , 

Intense supervision of this phsse if vureaTlorV 
13 n ecessary . 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

# ^ r * JJ* M.jLadd - censure . . ♦ /or /iia responsibility 

as official in cha rfte 0 / inyaatipationa and /or t/za waa/rnaaaaa 
preuioualy ci£ad in \diia roamo rand uni* i/r # iJalfliont analysed 
this situation and felt that Mr • iadd f a inatruct ions to Agent 
Gregg were adequate . 2/r, Balmont /eaia Mr. Ladd took the 

necessary steps to see that ev er ythi no pertinent was covered 
in the interview by Gregg with l in 1948 . 


be 

b7 

b7 



SA Emory #N -Gregg - censure . . . because he did not 

I land fully protect the Bureau with a 

synopsis of negative findings on all broad topics . Brief attached . 
i/n. Belmont objects to censuring Gregg because re believes Gregg 
adequately interviewed 1 I (S^fuffAcUtJiMeMo') 


>> 
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- censure 


| | W WII V 

arranged for prompt SRI interv iew of [ 


J 


for not having 


was interviewed by tBl y/i 3/53 

s. 




uiiuiwrFrr ; — Trilyiont agrees • 

cl<. 

^ r * h^ifielmont - censure ... os /lead o/ Dome.stic 


— „ — - /\ • • • ua era u- X/C7f«a,o ^ Z- C 

Jntai2icanca Divis ipn he should have had things organised so that 
jl I would be promptly interviewed . Belmont agrees • 


* «. a / -7 
/ ' 






O Q 



It would be worth while to bring \ | 

the United States . 


Would the Bureau be responsible for him. 

Should he be permitted to remain after his 
exploitation. 












All topics discuss'ed negatively by SA Gregg with I 
were not covered* in the memoranda which SA Gregg prepared 'on his 
return, SA Greco did record negative information in those 
instances wherein I I 

of individuals shown to him by SA Gregg, Mr, Belmont does no v 
, think that the Bureau should require tjiat all negative informa- 
tion be incorporated in interviews , He states the only logical 
way to do this is by means of a question and answer methodj 
which is not best suited to the Bureau's needs. Using the 

| as an example , Mr, Belmont points out that 
if we had listed all the questions resulting in negati ve replies, 
we would have voluminous and worthless information in I 
file. It is Mr. Belmont's feeling that to report such negative 
information merely for protection purposes does not appear to be 
worth while. It is his view that where a question is $ ignificant 
and a negative reply is significant, it s hould be recorded as 
is the present ooli cu. I \ differs from that of 

Mr. Belmont in ihat \ \ feels: 




7/e have to protect the record because of . 
intense interest of Congressional Committees 
in security topics, their frequent reinterviews 
with defectors , and the fact that dej ectors 
sometimes change thei r stories , 7/e ha ve this 

very situation in the I l 



I He~ was next interviewed by Bureau Agents 
should Have been interviewed earlier and Mr. Belmont agrees this 
should have been done as a precautionary measure . 
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^ Best Copy Available £ r 

In addition to tne Interview, I l?*u < ' i - ' ^ r> 

-'■* t4 ' - ,e > h-b-bc ana lj.-17-y 3 in }/\sb inot^n She, 

bureau now has a cop , o - .Ac .mwer. * v I ^ ^ Y 

!J /u- cur-e ; p frg rjfiog ~£I2 also br -J,^ -,ut „’ g g ^g 1 ,/> 

vrt<? l .CQOQ .; te JV.-.cr ^. : ^ t . g£> J 
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• ion vUif t>t 


of the 


rFJM 


in.roriu.rt n re j ati 


view by ^rec,^ was cencernea na in 
^ ~ * re 9b vh t ne was not versa 
Cito no *. n enii m zne institute j 
J - uu — fok J I s ho ,.:. ■ ha . c A 

an a /? £fS r 

ye cee>i reduced oo writinr in in 


:.e licence it 

► ~c ’i es y i najr 

bakunist 'ic 
>j i *. el j.J ' • r. 
■she: ib .Hi oh 


/ I I— ifu W v » Cl? ^ OHS ^ (j 

re y r J ^Thhci i-^- 

ecnnioai m lei r it ence fro i i,.e 
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?* , . , Hr • Belmont should see that . I I f« thorouahhi 

^ «£>*.*.•«. Of Bu^au tntJ [tit-. 

C-Y2- .. 

,WlTl5»4 iftl/ 

*vo 

1 V" 

f* .. Negativ'e, f indings as to broad topics* relatiha to 

.-• ' ' - ^ ■ ' £*_ M 

c AJ>. 

espionage apents and 'highly placed Communists . This line Vt 
Hi **** 9 3hould be Present in all security investigations So 

liaiJl°+h 8 - Pe< i t W K 12 ie overlooked. Mr. Belmont agrees and 
states this has been stressed to the field in a series of SAC 
Letters four of which were dated in 1953. ‘ / * 

jX ' cm*. 
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.(Recommendations continued on next 


page , 
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*Y*r 


\f* , _ * ormer SA Joseph Patriokjpoyne - recommend a 

\copy o f this memorandum be placed k\ his personnel file . 
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recall ; expect - “ n individual to \ 

lvW^°°rF 0/ 1 

!Sf> 1 u °Fri » *■ *»• 

J,gJ><,1,e **« ^ not a double agent and in reUZViT r 2 


r*° «»■■» m-tarlitggad i y the Karaaa imttj b-UU-bg. he had n J ' ^ 

° n ° 2 * ni ^ **« »t«ce g*»£leT lJ2 The 

FBI should have interviewed him earlier in an err orf +n l fte 

?” ormation previously given ana to attempt to get first-hana & 

I — rWff * on °P h C ^ S f S which , ha & been aevelooed xinne 704.3 2> fte 

rsmi-h of i 1 '“** fir ^r» gn i d ^ m 1 T **. 

all necessary information was being adequate ?,, ^ 

V ltaU ° n ittween iheBureL anaf^ lnsoeliuri^ 
feels there is no substitute for first-hand hanSlTng by f the 






Mr. Belmont stat es that althou 
questions to as£| 

U . S. and the f iejia was m.r'orm 
availability of I 
agrees that as d prddCLUtionary 
been interviewed. 




rticular 
in the 




Mr. Belmont 
hould have 


It is Mr. Belmont's position that since I \ has 

changed his story from that which he gave Agent Gregg in 1948 
and even now does not provide any specifics which can be traced: 
tn ereforg , ts e should place more reliance in the original statement 
°J I than m his mosr recent statement. 

, °ur position that Gregg did not adeauaielu 

protect the Bureau's interest by preparing a memorandum, as to t 




If 
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'* f* --Jfr t ** 'if 'ft ~ ' 
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given -rnnrfinl P 1 B,ftetfcer tftg Iatgst ^o™***"" »*« has 

If may be- concluded, however — Th„+ +%,» s, -I is /’ ac * or fiction. 

\n tlTmia^tiZ Z^tVonTdt" ^ position was n.4 prj- 
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as to[~ 


5 . Anv f 
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What ‘one of these indi ^should be all-inclusive* 1 

way regard as internal s ecuri^hi-unt-^ es Jt iona 5 e in the 12 j 
wa-tter - a investigations 3 or^t^leraa* ''ur^HV s fcarity 
/iis division has vecoonised ~th& 7 ^ # * *, states 

it to the field if-n n »7 •<. g Problem and co’ntinually stressed 

48 dated M * 5 ? Imon * Points out t/iat Bureau Bulletin 

knowledge and thl^lndultilZof iZ+Zf .^P^tation of an informant's 
of tine" after caleful prepalafion and IVlt 0I ' er m bonded period 
Of information to indicidZl else AteT <f P J‘ r0p - ri - a ' te channeling 

he intensified , inasmuch as there weirs to P £»l'l° n 0/ * hU sh ^ 2<t 

instance . mere appears to have been a gap in this 


9-16-47. It hght appear that this decision took ZdnZulVA 

n . * . . . . 
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Chief was iVZY'fi££ ia K • 
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Information received -through 0-2 ( 4-16-47 ) from, 
was not sent to JB2 field until 10-17-47 . J 
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#r» A, B*TGelpont. 


Director, TBZ 


November 25, 1953 


} 'Ira, 


PERSONAL ATTENTION 


Shis is to advise you that Mrs, I 1 I « 

fd*n+i^™Vt <o be<n# ircnaT^r^ - *o“ fcfte 

5?#I!ii^ ,0 5J* 0,, i. 1,< Vl a i on flnd allocated to the position of Clerk - 
Typist, She should be instructed to report to Mr, Tracy's Office 
for assignment at St 00 A, li. on November 30, 1953, W 

ir»a I 1 * 6 !? e o*H ed . y° u submit an explanation as to how 

ifra.l 1 too© rated » Satisfactory •• in ability to work under 

Sentemh#r> i %n he ^oi% S3 annual performance rating report , dated 
30 * , 29 ^ ?hen it had previouelu oeen resorted hy 
mnorandun dated August 4, 1953 , by Mrs, r~^ that it made her 
yjrjf J er j> oa « to work on special assignments and that she would k 
■like to be assigned to more or less routine dictation. 
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Tot to* 

Ltja^ 

NichoW 

fi«W*i 

Cle Uk ^_ 

GttTit-wu. 
Htrbo.. 

Rote* — 
Trtcy . 

Gttny 

Mohr 

Tele. Roo«_ 
Hollon*a__ 
Si too., , 

Mit* G«*dy» 


1 COM?A » FBI 
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| A. ( r.*t, 1 . 
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Hr* To la on 


12/22/53 


H, H, Clegg 

UNKNOWN SUBJECTS: THEFTS OF BLUEPRINTS 

FROM EVANS SIGNAL LA30RAT0RT? FT* UANU0UT3 , lr?f, 

ESPIONAGE- R 

SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE? FT? MONMOUTH? N.J, 

AltD FEDERAL TELW9M$JZM TI0I < 3 LABORATORIES? 
NUTLET?, NCJ:^ 'r’T" V Y 

' V -S yr^-r-tHs' 


-In accordance pith this' Director's instructions 
a survey of the above -captioned cases was conducted by the 
Training dndT Inspection Division and a memorandum setting 
forth "the findings was submitted on 10/20/53 • Recommendations 
for administrative action were made and the Director authorised 
that a letter of censure be sent to the following: W, £ , 

.. Branigan ? Chief of the Espionage Section^ Inspector Carl E, 
Hehhti.chj and Assistant Director] A* .IT, Belmont, [ Such letters 
were sent under ■ date of 10/23/537 — 1 ' r 

This, completed, a dministrative action except for 1 

Supervisor! [of the Espionage Section who was 

at thp time of the survey? and still is? on emergency annual 
leave,. His corfmentSf pill be obtained when he returns to duty 
and recommendations, for adnihistratipe action will be nd.de',, 

RECOMMENDATION i 

Hone,,* This is for your information. 


j £/■-• r j 

not recqrd'eo' 

128 tiov 17 1953 


Vjoterrowd**. 
TeU* R&oio*. 
MoIIonsVa*-*, 
.Sizoo w 
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PERSONAL 


c 

Air. Alan XI. Belmont 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
T/aohington, 0. C. 


Bear Air.. Belmont: 


~7fl 



I wanted to write this personal note, 
to toll you and, through you, my associates in the 
Liaison Section, how much I enjoyed the get-together 
which they arranged, at the Army Navy. Country Club 
last evening. It was a most delightful gathering and 
lam quiio confident that the, good will Which was 
manifested on all sides will redound, to even more 
effective work of the Liaison Section. 



The interest manifested by the mem- 
bers of the Liaison Section, in makhigthls a 
success is certainly most gratifying. 
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T OlsOQ r~ y fr' 
Lt Jj . m 1 / ^ 
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'Barbo^..-.; 
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Tracy. - - . srr ^ 
G catty.,- 
Molit-* — 
Vietctrowd^— 
Teie^ Ro<m . 
ilotfowao^ 
Stzao 

-Miss Gand^t 
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January 5, 1954 

* > - „ 

PERSONAL AND COUtePEIlTIAL 


nk&m) 


; ' \ t) 

2/r. Alan E* Belmdnt 
Federal Bureau of li 
„ Washington , D* <7. 


D6af Mr*. Belmont^ 

* 

X have care fully; considered 'the facts relating to 
the dilatory handling of the/Espionage, matter involving 
Paul P* stout enburgh, and it is ob vt ous that . yo u have failed 
to impress upon the. personnel' under your supervision the 
necessity for promptly and efficiently handling Ouch impor- 
tant ratters* I am aware of the abnormal work situation, in 
the Espionage Section during this period t nevertheless, this 
matter iaas. received in the Domestic intelligence Division 
„ on November 5,. 1953, and was hot completed until, December 11, 
1953^ which is certainly an unwarranted delay i : 



ToIsoq*. 

Ladd- 


NidioUu 

‘Belroont- 

Clcii-U 

Glavirw- 
Hnbo^- 
Roscq^—. 
Tracy — . 
Gearty^ 


Tiotcrrowd^ 
Tele. Room _ 
HollotiaQ_ 
Miss Gandy _ 


X stall expect, you to take proper steps immediately 
to insure that the work in the Domestic Intelligence . Division 
is expeditiously handled in the future * 


Eery truly yours, 

Jo Edgar Hoover 


feco *«eo , 


John Edgar Noph&ii; a . g 
Director^ 
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* Mr. Alan H. Belmont 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington , D. 0. 


Dear Mr-, Belmonts 


PERSONA! AND CONFIDENTIAL 

V 


‘ 3*jK- 


bb 

b7C 

b7D 


y A's a result of the recent inspection of the Few- Fork 
Division and the analysis made by the graining and Inspection Dir 1 
vision of the handling at the Beat of 'Government of information 
received from I 

Intelligence certain delinquencies in Espionage; and' Internal Se- 
cUrity cases'under your ' oversell supervision have come to my ai£- 
tentionl j In connection with your assignment as Assistant -Special 
Agent in Qharge of the New fork Division you were charged with- the 
oner-all responsibility for delays of five months' and More than one' 
month in. the opening of two Espionage cases arid for delays in the 
submi3kfon of initial and subsequent reports for periods ranging 
. from three and one-half months to, more than four months • Another 
I Espionage case was -closed With only minimum investigation <dnd there 
t t was a delay of over two weeks in reopening the ■ case, and > of almost 
i)|v ![ one year in submitting a report • In another instance a case* was 
^‘<*7 opened in January, 1948, and no investigative report was submitted 
until April 26, 1949. * . ; - 

‘y)< . ' While you have been assigned as Assistant Director of the 

fl pv Domestic Intelligence, Division I have observed that an Espionage 
c ' * case was closed without having eight individuals interviewed who 

wiyht have had information pertaining to the investigation. In an 
~l Internal Security case there was a delay in opening • the . investiga - 
'fi J t.ion from August 30, 1950 $ to October 4, 100, and in an Espionage ‘ 
~J * case original information came to the,- Bureau *s attention in, March, 
5; 1948, and an individual case was not, opened o n? thiz$ ratter until 
7 ~ June-, 1953. In another case there was a delaft of Approximately six 
weeks, in transmitting to another Governmental request, of 
a field division to have I t 'ffhg in four other 

cases there were delays of more thaw two month&siig ofpbninp investt- 
to luttj-gations after the receipt of the •informaticn^on^M<^-riritcs^(praes~* 
Ifesre Sased. fW V % •• 1 


b6 
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BelmoDt 

GUVio- 
Hsrbo 
Rosen 

Ther-^iatters are 

,Gc*rty 


As Assistqrit^ Di reci Q&'of the Domestic Qt^lygencfy Di v£f-» 
si on it is your re spohstp titty to see to it that alZ^nvestigttttfve < 

■ * ’ ' 1 han dled e ff.lcien tl'W-dnd promptly by thpW ser^nfr 'Under 



Ailf;" 




COMrr- FBI 

JAN i 

WAILED 31 




your supervision* T shall expect you to take- immediate steps to 
insure, that your subordinates carry out their assignments; pith * 
thoroughness and dispatch in order that the- Bureau can properly 
discharge its responsibilities in matters pertaining to the na~ 
tional seduf'ity * ’ - . - 

' Very truly yours j 

\ " r * ~ j - ** 

- '!T<r Edgar Hoouar 

,, 1 ' ’ *.« v J'ohh Edgsr- Eogver 

Birector' . 
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EXEMPTED FROH AUTOMATIC 

DECLASSiyf^ATIOH 


TO i* MR. TOLSON 


ITE 09-22-2010 


DATS: 12 / 18/53 


PROM * H . H. GLEG 


subject: f DELINQUENCIES OBSERVED IN THE$HANDLING 
WT OF. INFOMATTOW^cETWD^min^ 







Nil U$b 

WjV,- 
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An analysis ■ of the files at the Seat o f Governme nt relaiiri<f~i 
information received from | f and an 

analysis of New Fork files by Inspector Brown has brought f<$th -the 
following delinquencies , which are chargeable t o Mr. A . jr/ Re lmnn+. 
dUT^Q_hJ^^ex. is>ji_o.f^d utv as ASAC.-Q ±~llem- J8>T.k . ( 7/8/44 - 2/27/50 / J and 
since his assuming charge of the Domestic Intelligence Division, 2/27/50 . 


The following delinquencies occurred while Mr. Belmont was 
ASAG at New York: 


ESPIONAGE - R’ 


Delinquency : 


Delay in opening of investigation in New York from 12/31/48 
to 5/31/49 ; four months before first report submitted; three add^rs^.,^ 

tional w.nn’khft hef'nt'e suthmiftoinn n-P aonnnA •nonnr>-k. . . ? "" 4 


tional months before submission of second report. 
Explanation: 


111 IMFQEHATIQH COHTAIjIg) 
HEREIN IS OTCLASSIFII^J|XCEP1 
WEm SHOOT OTHERWISE 


OU ; * a « n w 

Mr. Belmont advised he has no personal recollection of this 
case and the three which follow. He cites a shortage of personnel 
and numerous specials during the pertinent period at New York. 

b’6 

(2) » UNKNOWN SUBJECT, was. \ I" 

* .ESPIONAGE - R" - . • 


Delinquency: 




Delay in opening case in New York fro^% c / r f/48-to--2/l6/48:^ J 
Delay in submission of reports 2/16/48 to 6/2y49uah d^6/.2/49. .to. _2 0/38/49 . 


Explanation: 


See #2 above. 
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(3) "UNKNOWN SUBJECT, was . 

ESPIONAGE - R" • 

Delinquency : 

Case closed 4/10/48 in New York with only minimum investi- 
gation that office . Delay in re-opening case 4/20/48 to 5/5/48 . 

Delay in submitting report until 4/27/49 . 

be 

Explanation: b7c 

B -b7D 

See #1 above. 

(4) "UNKNOWN SUBJECT , was. | L 

ESPIONAGE - R" 



Delin ou encv: 


Case was opened 1/8 , 
4/26/49 j. IO/5/49 and 12/36/49 


* in New York, and reports submitted 


Explanation : 

See # I afioue. 


Tfte. following delinquencies occurred while Mr* Belmont was 
in charge of the Domestic Intelligence Division at the Seat of 
Government.: 

(5) "UNKNOWN SUBJECTS „ was.. \ 

ESPIONAGE - R" 


Delinquency : 


p reviouslul 


Case closed 11/24/52 without interviewing f 


T 


I 


Explanation: 


Mr. Belmont is of the opinion it is not logical to e xpect 


] in 


be 

b7C 

b7D 


positive results from the 
question..' However, he states that since we should " clear the record" 
whenever possible, these individuals should tie interviewed. 


X 
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5E6«El 
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(e) 



"UNKNOWN SUBJECT. I 
l, INTERNAL SECURITY - R" 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


Delinquency : 


Delay in opening case from 8/30/c0 to 10/4/50 . Use of 
informant’s name in title of case. 


Explanation : 

Mr, Belmont’s comments: Information from 


J These facts do not indicate urgent handling and case did 


not take precedence of many others being handled by the supervisor 
at the time. Informant’s name appeared in title of case to 
forestall confusion in handling correspondence , 


(7) ’’UNKNOWN' SUBJECT. 

I ' 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


ESPIONAGE - P” 


Delinquency : 

Original information came to Bureau’s attention in MarcJh .$) 
1948, Individual case not opened until 8/13/53. Why was 
New York not followed more closely between 8/13/53 and 10/20/53 
when report received# and why wasnb case opened in March 1948 P 

Explanation : 


Mr. Belmont comments : Better procedure- would have been 
to open case ori information originally r eceived in 1948; howev er, 
information was being given attention in | |. 

As to following New York , an 0-1 form was sent 10/ 1/58* This is 
only two days beyond normal forty-five day period , and a report 
was received 10/20/53. 


"Tmrunmr smFt.mrrp . mas 
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Delinquency : 

(U) Delay from S/3/51^ 
request by Hew York to hav 



r 18/bl in t ransmitting to 
reinterview I I re s 


uuyevt 







6 


O 


& 

Explanation: 



Mr» Belmont comments: Tkis occurred during a crisis 

J being a less urgent matter was 


in the 

not handled on a priority basis. 


(*l 


INTERNAL SECURITY - S lt 


Bel inouencv: 


Belay 5/23/53 to 8/7/53 in opening case. 


(U) Explanation: 

Mr. Belmont comments: f 


1 


| However j it had to be reviewed 
for items of in.-perest to the Bureau. - It was not of an urgent 
nature and. should properly hap e. been handled by the supervisor 
as he could, fit it into his other - work ori : :a "pro ject u 'basis . 

I INTERNAL SECURITY R u 


h6 

b7C 

b7D . 
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b7D 


Bel inouehcu: - 


Relay in opening 5/22/53 to 8/3/53 
Explanation :■ 

See #9 above. 

(n)^ r ^ i 

IHfERIIAL SESU&TT? - i" 
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Belinouencv': 

Belay, in opening 5/22/53 to • 8/11/53. 
Explanation: 


See #9 above 
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o 
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INTERNAL SECURITY -5" 


B elihauencu: 

Belay in opening 5/22/53 to 8/6/53 * 
Explanation t 

See #9 above * 

Recommendations 
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Mr* B elmont received administra tive action in connection with 
the handling of I 1 however 3 it is recommended 

that a further letter be sent to Mr* Belmont calling his attention to 
the delinquencies set out abo.ve and reminding him. of the necessity of 
the prompt and • thorough handling of all espionage cases * 
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UNKNOWN SUBJECT: 


ESPIONAGE - R 



New York Pile 65-14743 
Bureau Pile 65- 57859 


Inspector Brown: This is a pending case. New York origin, 

and was opened in the New York Office on 
January 2, 1948, on the basis of Bureau 
letter dated December 30, 1947. 

Background, of Case 


_ . _ Investigation was predicated on the receint 

-of information In !Q k7 bv the Bureau 1 


1 


o date has been directed 
and has been centers* 


3 


Inve stigation t 
at the identification cf| 
mainly on the activities of one | 

presently the principal suspect, wno aeparteu from the 
United States in December, 1950, and whose present where- 
abouts are unknown* Eff orts are being tp loeate[“~ 

tjo Identify or el iminate | to develop 

any evidence that ! I has at any time engaged in espionage 

activities; and to determine whether any of the individuals 
formerly employed by him are identical with the subjects 
of othey related cases originating on the basis nf information 
obtained from [ 1 ' 1 -- 


3 


■ ■ w ? O 

mainly: Unsub', wa: 


file 65-:l474l, Bureau file 65-57862; Unsub: wa:, 

New York file 65-14742. Bureau file 6 ^ 7876 ? U nsubs: , 

l" New York file 

e>b-lbUb9, Bureau file 65^60953. 


New York Inspection 
11/25/53 
TJS:MM 


New York 


4B 
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ENCLOSURE 
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Administrative Handling 


T\I> 


This case, when originally opened on 
January 2, 1948, was assigned to SA H. V-. Kennedy, since 
resigned. An indices check was made by the New York and Los- 
Angeles Offices arid an interview was conducted by the Washington 
Field Office with one | L who. A t had been 

learned through coverage of the I [ had conferred 

on July 7, 1944# with one I U phonet ic ) .1 I I 

on interview in 1948, was unable to recall ! P ~The 

case was then closed by letter to the Bureau dated April 10,* 
1948. ' 

Additional background information 
rega rding this subjec t and other unknown subjects received 
from I was furnished to the New York Office by 

Bureau letter* dated April 20, 1948, and was followed by Bureau 
teletype of April 24, 1948, advising that the information in 
Bureau letter of April 20, 1948, was to be thoroughly reviewed 
and that investigation- based thereon was to be conducted 
in a most expedite manner. Thi s ca^e was reopened on 


Way f>, 1948, and assigned to SA| |, The 

first; report submitted by the New York' Office was the report 
of SA | 1 dated Apri l 27, 1949. On June 2 5, 

1951, 'Che case was reassigned to SA| |, Bureau 

letter, dated January 22, 1952, pointe d" out tha€~Ehe most 
logical suspect developed to date was | 

and instructed the New York Office to immediately institute 
investigation to locate him and to develop any available 
evidence proving he had ever been engaged in espionage 
activities. The New York Office was further instructed to 
afford this investigation close and careful supervision 
and to assigri sufficient agent personnel thereto' to bring 
it to a logical conclusion at an early date. All offices 
were instructed to submit a. report in this matter within 14 
days after receipt of Bureau letter of JanuAry 22, 1952, 
and every 14 . days thereafter until advised to the contrary 
by. the Bureau*. a 


, On April 18. 19521. this case was 

reassigned to .SA [ . The first 

report submitted by him was dated i*av. m IQZ?. Subsequent 
reports were submitted by SA | f on the following 

dates: June 12, 1952; August 6, 1952; September 29, 1952; 

November 6, 1952; December 31, 1952; February 20, 1953; 

April 29, 1953; June 8, 1953; Juiy 23, 1953; September 17, 
1953,* and November 6, 1953. In each instance, the number of 
days elapsing between" reports was in excess of 14 days, . 







As not ed above-, after assignment of the 
case on May 5, 194®* to SA | L no report was submitted 

by him until April 27 , 19^4-9 > reflecting a delay of almost 
one year and an explanation for this delay .is requested. be 

b7 

Also as noted above, SA | 1 

has failed to comply with Bureau instructions contained in 
Bureau letter of January 22, 1952, requiring the submission 
of a report} within llj. days after the receipt of Bureau 
letter and every II 4 . days thereafter. An explanation is 
requested. 


During the course of the file review 
in this case, extensive notes, have been prepared correlating 
information in the file and pointing up certain leads upon 
which emphasis should be placed. These notes have been 
made available to the office. Every effort should be made to bring 
ihis- fc&s 6 to a logical conclusion. 

Supervisory and Agent 
Responsibility 

Explanations are requested from the 
personnel still on the Bureau* s roles for the previously 
note.d delinquencies occurring during the periods noted after 

their names: , , . 

Agents Period of -Responsibility for this Case 

| May 5, 194-8 - June 25 , 1951 

~1 April 18, 1952 - date 


Supervisors 
R.- R. Granville 


T. J. Me Andrews 
ASAC 

A. H. Belmont 


January 2, 1948 - April 14> 
1952 (resigned) 

April 14, 1952 -r date 


January 2, 194$ - February 24 > 
1950 (Assistant Director) 






o 


o 


^ > f*\\> 

‘ ft 1 


- k - 


William Bf, Whelan 

A, J. Marchessault 
SAC 

Edward Scheldt 
L, V. Boardman 



l 

February 27, 1950 - July 7, 
1953 (now SAC, San Francisco) 


July 9, 1953 - date 


January 2,.19lj.8 - August 25, 
1952 (retired) 

August 2 5>, 1952 - date 



L 



D 


■December 16 $ 1953 


Kr. Whelan: 


r.o: Unknown Subject. was. 


- 

Espionage R ¥ 

Unknown Subject, waa* 

i 

3 

- 


* 3 

* * 

Espionage - n ■ 

Unknown Subject* was. 

“ , , 

** 

1 


* 

Bspicnage - p 
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1 have - no independent recollection of the situation 
pertaining to this particular cgoo at. this pino* ffao Agent# to 
whoa this •case was assigned Ore capable con well grounded in, 
espionage’ investigations* She two Supervisors charged with 
supervision of this case I consider to be very capable and 
conscientious mfoh. Shore were delays in the investigation and. 
Reporting of scab Of those cases because of the phoosurd of 
„ other cases we considered, core Important and duo to the. - ‘ 

Volume of work for the con available. - 

?hc Korean war and the inoidont change in Bureau 
polity en = security cases and the Volume of other typos of work 
such as applicant > Selective service and doo.crter cases sub*- 
stcntially increased, the itferk of the few fork Office* it Was hot 
possible for the Bureau to furnisbmoro non for many months* . 

In the Espionage Section of tho office we had to plado increased, 
emphasis on the Fu Asian national Program and handle cany major 
cases that required the attention, of practically all con available, 
included in such cases was the Bold case* the Ercthcaon caso, 
the Eosonberg cade# the Ponger case* the hatbiaore case* the 
Kocase and cany others * 

It Is not possible now: td detail what happened in each 
caso that bad to- b.e slighted. Baring part of this time we were 
working a 6-day week and during all of this tino the non wore 
averaging % substantial amount of voluntary overtimo. I wish 
we Could had done pore. 

Shis case did receive very considerable Investigative 
attention* I trust that with additional attention it night bo 
solved* I regret Hbhpfc it could, not have received more attention 
sooner. ' - 


, > 


& 



£oca$b6r 0 9 1D$3 


i~t* Pelvionit 


net 


r'nl-rim- 
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~ub foots* vith aliceogj 


Espionage - u 

rnknc^n Su fri e eft * i:ith alicocaj 


Eapionaga * & 

?nkneisi a. CubfeOtj Kith aliases; 


Espionage ~ £ 


Xhese three eaves pete outgrowths of infomatian 
furnished by\ I X m gueationcd concerning -the deldye 

in handling the casco frtiu, their 1 inception until yobruaru* 

ID 59, x do not have a personal recollection of mu of the he 
caeca. £ do know that daring the portincnt period vs- hcd 
a chert ego of personnel in the Eew'Tork Office end ve pore trying 
^desperately to handle the neat urgent natters first* faring 
tMe period ve had bach speatals as the /Use case, the Judith 
Coplcn ease* the intefg case, end others 9 and the Agents on 
the Espionage Equcd uere overasoigned* X recall that vs 
held periodic and frequent conferences in ch attempt to 
deu.ise means Of Speeding up our investigations and reports 
in eoptOnSgc eases* X felt then and x still feel that it 
would have boon nest desirable to handle all espionage caeca 
On ft tf epeeial n basis but wo cinply could not do so* 
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ESPIONAGE - R 

BUREAU PILE 65-58363 

NEW YORK PILE 65-15037 


INSPECTOR BROWN: 


This is a closed case in which 
New York was Office of Origin* 


Background of Case 

Investigation in this matter was 
based upon information received from I 


Investigation -subsequently condu cted 




o 


o 
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Administrative Handling 

The New York Office opened this case 
on May 31 , 1949 on the basis of Bureau letter to New York 
dated December 30 , 1948* which was received- at New York 
on December 31 , 194 ®* and case was assigned to SA Francis 
Xo Plant," This case was re-assigned to SA Robert VU 
Coholan on or about May 5, 1950. This case was closed by 
New York letter to the Bureau dated September 25* 1951* 
The case was subsequently re-opened on November 14* 1951 
and assigned to SA Robert W. Coholan on the basis of 
Bureau letter to New York dated October 27* 1951* Tk© 
case was subsequently closed by New York letter to the 
Bureau dated March 3* 1952. 

Delinquencie.s—Delays 


This case was opened in the N.ew York 
Office on May 31* 1^49 on the basis of Bureau letter to 
New York dated December 30, •, 194 8 .* which was received at 
Ne w York on December 31* 194®* Explanation is requested 
regarding the delay of five months in opening this case 
in the N e w York. Office. ‘ 

This case was assigned, to SA Francis X. 
Plant', • on May 31, 1949* and pending reports, written^ by 
SA “Plant* were submitted subsequently under dates of 
October 5, 1949 ( 4 months interval'); January 4, 1950 
(3 months- interval); and April 6, 1950 (3 months interval). 

Case was re-assigned to SA R, W." 

Coholan on or about May’ 5„ 1,950, and- pending reports were 
subsequently submitted .by SA Coholan under dates of 
September 5, 1950 (5 months interval); November 13/ 1950 
(2 months interval); February 7, 1951 (about 3 months 
interval); and May 10, 1951 (3 months interval). Case" 
was closed by N e w York letter to Bureau dated September 25, 
1951 (4! months interval).- Explanations for the afore- 
mentioned delays in reporting are requested. 


L 





o 


This case was re-opened' and re-assigned : 
to SA Robert W© C.ohoi’an November llj.> 1951 on the basis of 
Bureau letter to New York dated October . 27 > 1951# which was 
received at New York oh October -3‘0> 1951# which reflects a 
delay of fourteen days in re-opening this case* Explanation 
is requested for this delay in reopening, the case* 

Responsibilities for Delinquencies 

•Explanations are requested from the 
personnel - .still on the Bureau's rfells for the investigative 
-and supervisory handling of this case for the periods 
noted after ‘their names:' 

A gents • • Period, of. Responsibility 

Francis X©- Plant • ' 5/31/49 - - 5/5/50 f 

Robert W* Ooholan ■ 5/5/50 - - 3/3/52 

Supervisors: 

R. R. Granville (Resigned) 12/ 31/49 “ 3/3/52 . 

ASAO. 

A* Hw Belmont (Asst*. Direc- -12/31/48- ~ 2/24/50 
" ' ' tor) - \ 

William M« : Whelan- (SAC> • ’ 

San Francisco). ' 2/27/50 - 3/3/52 


SAC. 

Edward Scheldt (Retired) 12/31/48 ~ 3/3/52* 1 


* 
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December 16 : , 1953 


Hr* Whelans. 


Re; 


Espionage. - K 


was. 


I don’t have any independent recollection Of Plant’s 
and Cohelan’a other assignments at that’ time. This case was 
reported and investigated continuously- over a long period of 
time. There* were many other cases handled too that Were vary 
important. .1 regret that we . didn’t do more sooner. 
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J (r* Belmont: 


December Q, 1953 


Qet I ),> 

with aliases 
, Espionage 4 

The Inspector desires an explanation for the delay 
jtn opening and handling this case from December 31* 1948 
to February? 1950* 

T do not have a personal rScollectton of this 
case t Moxeper I da know thOt- dprihg' the pertinent period 
toe had' a shortage of personnel ip the * kew Tork Office and. 
we were trying desperately to handle' the most Urgent natters 
first *. During this, period , we had suoh specials as the'Hiss; 
cas.ei the Judith Coplod case, the Antopg case and others* 

' and the Agents on the Espionage Squad were overassignedf,; 

I reqall that we' held periodic and frequent conferences in 
ah attempt to devise- means of speeding, up our investigations- 
and. reports in espionage Oases • f felt then and T still 
feel that it .would, have been nost desirable to handle all 
espionage cases Oh a "spebial 1 * boots but we simply could hot 
do so* • 


i 
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(Bureau; file 65-50363) 

(lie# Ter* file. 65-15037) 


Pasi 


THAIHIH 3 Aim XHSPpdTYOH BZVlUlOU: By letter dated 12/30/1$, 

the Bureau advised the 
v * .. . . . ^ s Hew York Office pf the 

ttofQlFQQ'&t&Tl pOQ&e88tQH 0j! $h& Ptypefflt CpnGQTfting 3 kh& obovd*- 

captioned individual*. 


t/hddr' data Of lo/5/k$j the Hew Yprk Off ice Sphr.itted ef 
report of S&. Francis X* Plant; phich Pda the first report submitted 
in the dace. The earliest date in the investigative period is 
S/23/h% and the last date Pas 9/2B/k% 3A Plant has resigned 
since that cate* There is no indication in the files that the 
Bureau folloped Hew York between the periods 12/30/1$ and 10/5/h9» 


A ^ ^nder date of U///50, lets Tori? Office submitted a report 
of m Plgntyhich sets forth leads for several offices including 
Haw York, On 0/0/50 »■ the Bureau requested How Tori: to advise 
when a report would- be submitted, Under* date of 9/5/50, Hew fork 
Bff ice, submitted a report of HA Hobart U, Ceholan, which was the 
first report submitted by the Hew York Office since h/6/50 *. The 
case was supervised by HA Bnory H, Gregg* 


!• The explanation of the How York Office is requested 

■^,^..^1/ the initial report on this case was npt submitted before 

10/5/ k 9 ° 


2m The convents of HA Gragg are requested as to why this 

® a3 ^ J/ as /. not followed with Hep York during the period from I2/30/I1O 
iiO <20/5/ 49* 


I* The- cennantd of BA Bobvft H, poliolan of the -Hew York 
Office are requested as to phy there was a delay of nearly five 
nonihs in Qubztii?ting un invoni/igahiGo popppi* 
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On April SO', 1048, the Bureau, sent -bo the Mew York 
and other office*'* Photostat of the revert settin g forth 

the re suite of the reinterVidw of [_ I conducted 

at the ro quest of the FBI Which had been received frets the 
Intelligence Division of the U . 3. Amy on April 6, 1948 . 
ft vasi noted that further comment and the results of a more 
complete Chech of Bureau references concerning the various 
individual s mentioned in- the attached report (including 
I \} ould he , fo rwarded to the interested offices* . 

In the, meantime, it was requested that the information be 
carefully reviewed\dhd. that pertinent sonment regarding 
the possible identity of the individuals therein mentioned 
be submitted -to the Bureau • This- natter was fallowed in the 
I \casb and by letter: dated llay 17, 1943, the Fere York 

Office advised that the Dew York files were- being reviewed 
doncerninc i \ and others involved in the 


L 


(U) : ' A 0 onple te^re view Of IUr.edu fifes was made and by 

Tienorahduvi dated Seconder BO, 1948, a c orrelated r eview of all 
available information identifiable with I \ was forwarded 

to the Mew fork Office for its infsm&tion . (65-59303-11 

gonitis of thin miraaru .were also dis seminated to other age n etc S, 


as Official records indicated that [ 
the United states on torch 3, 1939, 


] ma ne parted 


bl ■ 
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Pending coiwoletien. of the many file reviews relating be 
tq the I ' I by the Dew York Office and s ubmission b?c 

by that office of a summary of i nformation concerning \ I k~D 

which would identify him with, the \ | and 

•scree cis basis for inbestiyatipn, a resort sun narising 

information ih 144 fifes concerning \ \ as well " as 

that made available thru review of Bureau fifes, was 
submitted bv the Dew York Offi ce , on the basis of which it 
separate investigative -case on l [ was opened, ' 


3w*Cf ■ 




The handling of this vAtter by ffew York pas 
primarily a research problem • The sub je at had returned 
to. liussia -in 1939or 1940* Ur. Gregg points out ft 
case 1 t&fcs; not opened until receipt of the October -5$ 

1949, report from. Hop York, which sets out leads for 
further cheeking • . Since this file teas not opened until 
receipt of the Octpber report, Nev> fork was not followed 
in this' pash* ft appears that yO administrative action . 
is indicated. _ \ 
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BE: UNKNOWN SUBJECT, was . 


[ 


ESPIONAGE - B 
(Bufile 65-57862 ) 

(New York file 65-14741) 


TRAINING AND INSPECTION DIVISION:' 


r 


^*£ijp&au letter to New York 
6-9-50 3 furnished New York 
information received from. 


[ 


[/ New .York 

had deferred further action pending receipt of tms information* 

A letter was thereafter received by the Bureau from New Yo rk dated 
6-19-50 * advising report would be delayed 3 that the agent (1 


"p to whom case was .assigned^ was engaged in the investigation 
mer espionage subject 3 Joseph Barnes . Bulet to New York 


of anott 

8-8-50 3 .followed the New' tor k Office . A reply received 8-11 from 
New York indicated there would be a further 1 delays because agent 
to whom case assigned was investigating Vivian Glassman } principal 
subject in Rosenberg and Gold espionage ring. The Bureau again 
followed on 9-15 3 and a reply~-received from New> York 9-18 advised 
that a report would be submitted on 10-6-&Q. A further letter 
was received from New York on 10-10-50 3 advising a report was 
being mimeograp hed . A report was s ubmitted by New York dated 
10-16-50 3 by Sjlf 


It is noted that a !%■ pag e repar t dated 11-4 -52 \ at be 

New Tork 3 which was submitted by | | (A) 3 was b7c 

received by the Espionage Section at t ne &U& on ii-j.u- 52 3 and b7D 

returned to New York on ll-17-52 3 for corrections 3 among which 
were (a) Report stated "photographs of possible suspects who arrived 
in West Coast ports during period 5-20-41 to 1951 3 etc." should 
have reflected the per iod as being from "5-1-41 to. 6-15-41 ." 

(b) Name of informant . I \ was misspelled in report 

as f" 1 ™ ' 

the T 


have said head of 


was reflected in r eport as head of 

\ Report should 


T"" 


It is noted from the above that it took over f our months 


of the 


for New York to submit a report. SA 

New York Office 3 as well as. the supervisory personnel of the New 
York Office. aooeq .r to be responsible . pit further appears SA 

A) 3 New York 3 as well as the field supervisor 3 


be 

b7C 


was. responsible f or, not cdtching the inaccuracies reflected in the 
report of 11-4-52.'/ It is recommended this matter be furnished to 
Inspector B. C. Brown .for his consideration in connection with the 
current inspection of the New York Office. 

'T~^L ft \ — A 



JEEijaw 
11-13-53 - _ 

cc'^nspAxrto^B^^Bf r 5Wfi at N'SvT'Yor'k' 
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ALL INFOMATION C OBTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT 
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE 
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A'sa furnished to £»«* ot£h ins ^ ru eti^no 
ir.vcsvicz’ic mtu Angus t $, i-j >.>. (supervise* I cc J 

Z'zK, : to thnek ir.aiees azl !/-■ rcsordp, let* are Tpj^exlcd 
to edvide i*bj it t sfc t za id „ £& nontha iicforcfi^atit^tiig 

a field invQ3tig-ti njin this naiicf, leu ere qXco cd toi 

autait fo ’Q^r roGogaenukti -u /or cdnsntatr tiu® 


supgnvxrnp [ 

(u) __ w- 


J 




(U)r 


stamped t ho Espionage Section on Lav 1‘JbJ, 

— / 



<j^7cro^acrr | t — H jru,^ uuu u 

the interrogation report ?xur a re statement 
in vosodsaion of the tureau, There rao no indication for 
necessity a* other than norr&l handling. 


\)ras initiated ft 
initial roviov 
of information 


at 
already 
the 


Uoraver, in order to bp certain that the report did not 
contain any information not previously reported to the Tureau con* 
corning intelligence operations in the United State s and elserhere 
in rhich the MreaU. had an interest, a systematic^ thorough, 
detailed and exhaustive review teat undertaken.,. 


(U) 


bl 


Tn ernne-n^n ri sing the voluminous information appeari 


in ^against Tureau files it raa necessary t _ 

obtain search slips on numerous nemos mentioned, resulting in n 
files having to be called cid reviewed, £t res also necessary 
to Photostat pertinent pages of the report rhiph mere furnished 
to the. field, ell of rhich obviously tool: considerable tine. 
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] ( continued) : 


. (u) , It should be noted that instant case cag not the 

only one, to be‘ opened or oft V'hioh action had fb: he ta ken an . . 
a pabult j of this review* dor regpbndcnce xao had with \ 
and ca8C3 wore opened in June and July the review progressed* 

Furthermore,, during, this per iod of ti me a normal 
flow of work on the desk 0-f-ffU3gr»Sa&r l I Was being 

handled , as well as any special items that arose* 


bl 

bo 

b7C 


It should bo ftirithep noted, that uup&Pvisor I 
went on regula rly~ ached ula d annual leave on July 6,. 2053, 
and returned to work oft July 27, 2053*, In view of the fact 
there wad no urgency, indicated in the review of the 
interrogation report, it was net belie p6d necessary to ra- 
- schedule this annual leave*, 


bl 

b6 

b7C 


AratWJlVT. DIRECTOR A. .It* fVT.WW* 


(U) 


(U) 




(J Kc had previous! 

reviewed and taken a otiqn pn information which he had recalled 

I'-'hon irrffl ytn-i./yinorl hn a/tntn.tiiih S nt thf> ftnrOn.ii in JGdfl. 





l it did have to be reviewed for Hens of 
interest, -to me rureau* it was net of an urgent nature since 
if was- eld i nfortsation . and it should properly have bean handled 
by Supervisor ) I co he could fit it in with his other 

work oft a ^project 1 * basis* in reviewing this situation, it 
has bee ft noted that ] \ failed to list this note rial as 

a project bn hie weekly delinquency reports, which ha should 
have. done, ' “ 


A tflXIflSTPA TIYR At&lOH PrW’HiWAS'rOW ! 


If is recommended that the „ failure of Supervisor 


to list as d project the 


he wan 


reviewing bb called to his attention tft connection with a 
letter o f censure which ha s hden rec or.wended’ be h.ont to' 

I with regard to the I 1 ^ — 


cage proper*. 


bl 

bo 
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jj fipas initiated 

by. Supervisor I L ' in appeared JTOVt this initial review 

-that the interrogation report van a re statement of information 
already in possession .of the Bureau* Sphere was no indication 
for the necessity of other than normal handling * 


bl 


However* in order to bo certain, that the report did not ' 
contain any information not previously 'r$pec$odto the Bureau con- 
cerning intelligence; operations in the UnitedlStatoeand elsewhere 
in which the Bureau had an interest, a systematic, thorough, 
detailed and exhaustive review was undertaken* 3 


(U) 


in tka[ 
obtain 


Tn emnn^ohn facing the voluminous information appearin 
\against Bureau files, it was necessary t 
numerous names mentioned r resulting in m 
'It was also necessary 


searen sups on 

files having to be oalied and reviewed* 
to Photostat pertinent pages of the report which were furnished 
to the field, all of which obviousl 





took considerable time * 


JES/fap 

11 / 13/33 


-A V 


J> ‘ 

* * # 
> 


& \f 


d 
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] (continued) s 
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/y’j ft should be noted that instant case wad not t.ko 

K only one to ho opened or on which notion had, to he ^takcn flA. 

a result of this rOUigp, Correspondence was had vifh |R 

and oases mere opened in fund and Jiily as t7lb tepieu progrevded,. 

Furthermore, during this, per iod or ti ne a normal 
flop of pork on the desk of &uparv ispr I I was be ing = 

thi 


handled, as pell as any, special items that arose , 


If should he further noted that supervisor £ 


pent on regularly'' scheduled annual leave oh July 6, 1953, 
arid returned to pork on fitly f7, 1953, In viep of ‘ the fact 
there pas no urgency indicated in th& review. of the 
interrogation report , it pas not belieped necessary to re- 
schedule this annual Idave ,. 


] 


(U) 


(U) 


(U) 


AvrtTffFAnT mmoToii a., & mrjmy?' 


re views a .ana tatsen aovidft on injQ7T.aixkon rutew 


z 


we nagt previously 
ho had recalled 


when interviewed bv revre sentatiUe s of the bureau in 1943, 




I It did have to be rep tewed for items of 4 

interest to the Bure a u. ft pas not Of an urgent nature , since 
it pas old in formation , and it should properly have been handled 
by 3mervisot \ I go he could fit it in pith hts other' 

work on a ft pr object” basis. In reviewing this situation, it. 
has be On noted that I I failed to list this materiel as 

a project on his weekly delinquency reports,, phich he should 
hdve ftone, 

AmininTMTfvP ACTimr imcm'zmwmit 


in the edse entitled, 
l Internal Security - ib" vo n as seen rec 
‘ ~ - - - *j. 0 the 


aea 


that th e failure of Supervisor \ 

I as a project be called to his attention in Gpnr.actigp 


piTfi a l etter of censure which has been recommended be sent 
I | in the I l ecqg proper , 



'^piCt 
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L INFORMATION CONTAINED 

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT 
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE 
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(U) 


zuim.o *sz xaf-Tur 


L 


txj PJTu with, ifititYrintii^A to t Util? 


(iSuperVittri 


Jlwas no* fbtfr\snclx$l 
4 August 11* 


f S vttvvv Wi* K»* fc i j j i 

, e„c ycr£ to > chock indices and (U) 

ju^ recedes* jro& arc tna *rwct.e3 'ta advise why it iSrolt approximately 


bl 

bo 

b7C 


two end on 6- half t r.bntha before /tnoiiidiinj a field investigation 

in thin natter* XfU arc also requested to outwit your rgco 

tion for c&ziniattativ& action ♦ 

eupeuvieop, \ \ r ^ 



stamped into the Espionage Section on Hay 2Q 3 2953 • 



j was initiate 


by Superviso r 111 It appeared fronthis initial review i 

that the interrogation report was a restatement sf information 
already, in possession of the J Bureau* There was- no indication 
for the necessity of other than normal handling* 

EOveve r 3 in order to be certain that the report did not 
contain any itif ormation not previously reported to the JDurcau con- 
cerning intelligence operations in the United states and elsewhere 
in which the .Bureau had an interest* a systemxtrbio, thorough* 
detailed and ewkaupiive review vxts undertaken* 


(U) 


in the 


Tn cross-cheek ing the voluminous information appearing*^ . 

pgainst Bureau files* it was necessary to'sFx 
obtain sdaYch blips Oh numerous names mentioned * resulting in ranjf. 
files having to be called and reviewed • It was also necessary 
to Photostat pertinent pages of ike report which were furnished 
to the field, all of which obviously took considerable' tine*. 
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] (continued) i 


(U) 


It should bo noted that instant case was not the 
only one to be opened or Oh -“Mob notion had to ha t afcr . n rr .. ^ 
a result .of this review* Correspondence was had witi\ 


and eases were opened in June and duly as the review p rogrd 

furtheriiofOj* during this ,pc ri od of ti ne a normal 
/low of work on the deal? of fuporVisor I 1 vas be ing 

handled , as well as any special items that arose , 


sod* 


bl 

b 6 

b 7 C 


It should be further noted that Supervisor [ 

•» . . i .v*. ^ *» _ , - * S* *> , 


fJUU O IfUUJ.U 1 JL'W J u*/ I I^VJUVW' VlwWTV f VVVU f I 

went on regularly-scheduled annual leave on July C } 1953j 
and returned to work on July 2^, 1953, in view of the fact 
there was no urgency indicated in the review of the 
interrogation report ' t it wa$ >*d£ believed noe.es.oary to re- 
schedule this annual leave. 


Assistant nimcTOR & n, SBr.rcfHTt 


bl 

b 6 

h!C 



\ had pr£i>toutly( 

reviewed and taf;an action on inj'a matron i~nzon he had recalled 
- jjhen interviewed bu revrCSenidiiveS of the Bureau in 1948, 

I /It did hdi)e to. be revxOWOd for it&fiS Of ,K 

interest to the AUreaU, if Was not .of an urgent nature* si 
it was old in formation , and it should properly have been handled 
by « Supervisor I I :aa he could fit it in with his other 

work oh ‘a "project* 1 basis. In reviewing this situation * it 
has been noted that I I failed to list, this notorial as 

a projeot on his weekly delinquency reports > which hO should 
haha done, ‘ 

. ArjlNXXTPWXVZ A C$X(M nPMltr KttPiTXtiff: 


(U) 


In the case entitled/, 


lr Internal Security - ih " it h as seen re oowm.au gecT 
that th e failure of .0uoeruisor \ \ to list the L__| 


as d project be called to kis attention in. connection] 


bl 

•bo 

b 7 C 

b 7 D 


m m* a' lett er of cfnouro *H ch £ cteh mo.onzendaA bo sexf 

to | I %n the I 1 case proper. 
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UNKNOWN SUBJECT? 

ESPIONAGE - R (Information 
furnished' bv l 
Bufile 65-57862 
NY 65-Ht7ia 


be 

b7C 

b7D 


Inspector Brown: 


bb 
hi C 


This is a pending case, assigned to SA I 
who is supervised by SA T. G. McAndrews under ASAC A. 
York is origin. 


3 


J, MarchessauLt. New 

ALL CONTAINED 

hsu * i :r:?nED , 

Delays £XC5.*f * i*. Si. OWN 

OJHEhVilSE 

The case was ordered opened in the New York Office on 2/16/1*8, * 
on the basis of a letter dated 12/31/1*7, received from the Bureau 1/7/48.* 

A delay of over a month in opening the case fis ap parent. The first re port 
from the -New York Office was dated 3/l5/l*9, by SA I I The 

case write-up prepared on. 6/2/1$, during the self-inspection by former *SAC 
oo..eidt, called attention to delays in this case. Former Supervisor R. R«. 
Granville, who supervised the case until his resignation on ij/llj/52, stated * 
the case would receive preferred* and expeditious attention. It was necessary, 
however, for the Bureau to follow the New York Office on the case on* 

10/28/1*9. 


[ 


for this delayed reporting is rebuested of SA 


3 
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■ On 6/9/50. the Bureau furniste d New York with information obtained- y 

_ J which supplemented information pre- (vSy >m 

V viously btrtained by that orgardzatioi ruoncerni ng the subject. This was 
incorporated in New York report by SA| I dated 10/16/50. 


This was 
An explanation 


Background of Case 




- 2 - 




o 


Q 



Upon reinterviW’ by the Intelligence Division of the United 


States Army in February. 19ii8. I~ 


lis reported to have stated that 

W 


profession, and had been I I for 

dispatch to | ~L bu t ’.Tent to the United States first, instead. I I 

obtained a visa at the I 
arriving in l I * 


Once, in the United States 


contacted 


^(code name), a naturalized United States citizen living in New York 
City, who was| I 


r 


J stated he would be able ‘to identify a photograph of 


Through an interview of 
also in 1?U8, the Bureau was advised thatl 
that he went to | 

visaj and that he then left for th< | 


Discrepancies in Dates and 
Vfording of Interviews 


| apparently 
Jwas recruited early in 19itlj 
\ to get his United States 

1 fc* ,0, 



during the period February to June, 19ii2 and t hat Y/ashingtori Field Office 
consider examining I I during the same period. 

In determining future action in this case, c areful atte ntion should 
be afforded the results of the various interviews with I The first 


with [_ 
tative 


1 As 

in October 
] evidently 


be 

b7C 

b7D 


be 
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By letter 5/l6/l}8 Los Angeles caLled to the attention of the Bureax, 
N evr York, San Francis co and Was hington Field Offices the discrepancy between 
the reported dates: of | I recruitment JL»e> 19lxl or 19ii2. and suggested .. 

that San Francisco examine all entries into the 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


interview apparently merely indicated that a residency known as I I was 

planned . Two subsequent' intervi ews ind icated that the plans were executed, 
at' l east to t he point of putting | | in the United States and in touch 

a result of still another interview by a Bureau represen- 
and November, 1$>U8, however, (Bulet to New York 8/11 /k9.) 
y was no t so spe cific and insisted that he had no knowledge 
whatsoever as to the manner I I would be contacted in America or the 

identity of the- individual who v/ould make the c ontact. T his appare ntly 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 


(concerning |_ 


contradicts information previously f urnished b yf 
rendezvous in the United States with | | 

Investigation to date has been guided by the earlier interviews 


in which I 1 reportedly u sed the pa st tense as to 

whereas it appears likely that l | was re calling plans only, and may 

have no definite knowledge of execution of the 


•b 6 

b7C 

b7D 
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departure from I" 


l 


until ea rly | 
happened |_ 


r 


n l XC | 

Iwould not have been, in 


\, prior to 

J actu ally was riot recruited 


From all informa tion available, 
probably- vfas recruited early in i l 


to kne w what 
it appears thatC 


be 

b7C 

b7C 


Lead Number 1 


New York should- request a further detailed interview with I I 

to clarify the discr epancies noted above, particularl y as to the dates and as 
to w hetherl | ever had any personal knowledge of | I 

left l L 


Checking of Ships 1 Manifests 

, San Francisco on 7/19 A8 advised that manifests of all ships 

arriving in San Francisco from ports of China, Japan, Russia and the Philippines 
"wre revievred for the period October, 19U0 to August, 19l|2, res ulting in 
•locating the name of one individual who might be identical with I l 

and of three individuals, one of whom might be l \ was unable 

to identify photographs of aiy of these. j : 

1 

Washingt on Field Office obtained a list of persons obtaining visas 

| ^~\ although the State Department advised the list was in- 

complete due to partial destruction of records. Leads from this source 
have been negative. 


San Diego, Los Angeles, Portland and San Francisco als o have 
furnished lists of possible suspects from ship manifests c overing varying 


and 


periods in 19Ul, looking toward the identification of both 

[ v/ho recruited | ~b .n3wko was supposed to have come to the United 

States sometime between February 19U1 and June, 191*2, Results have been 
negative. 


/ I t appear s that as to | ~|, efforts of all west coast offices 
to identify T | from ships-* manifests have been concentrated on ships 

arriving at ’.rest coast ports between April and July, 19l*l, although Seattle , 
San Diego, Los Angeles and San Francisco offices have covered the period 
through December, 19l*l, It appears from the New York file (Serial 57), 
that the Portland Office considered the arrivals only - ’ between April and 
July, 19ijl, leaving the balance of 19l*l unchecked. In connection with the 
| ~ lease, each office has indicated that it attempted to identify 

both l ' ' ■ i ( 


he 

hlC 
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he 

hlC 

b7D 






Q 


(U) 
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Lead Number & 


New York should determine whether Portland Office has exanined the 
manifests of Trans -Pacific ships arriving at Portland from February through 
December, 19l»l. Consideration should be given to having west coast ports 
other than San Francisco extend the period of their coverage of manifests 
to include at le a st the f irs t eight mon ths of 19h2 f on the theory that 


Jo 6 

b7C 

Jo7D 


travelers such as_ _ 

route and schedule s are unlcnown to[ 


and|_ 


u whos e exact departure date, travel 


definitely enroute to the United .States. 


J may have been delayed in- 


In other words, 
placed upon the estimate ofj 




ppears -that entirely too much reliance has been 


\ Base d upon information off 

1 efforts have been concentrated on identifying e 1 


] that 


TTSTil 


into tfte rest coast ports particularly during the period Hay 1 to June 1$, 
19lil* This may be entirely too narrow a perio d since there are many unknown s 
invol ved in the calculation. It is noted that | [ 

I l and apparently did not return there before defect ing. He nce, he may 
not have been in a positron to follow the movements of| | or others 
after that date from, reports or otherwise. 

Lead Number 3 

Dependent upon the results of the subsequent interviews with 

L New York should consider the adv isability of follo wing through 
on the project of id entifying employees of | | thought possibly 



to be identical wjth | [ Albany Office, in November and Decemb er, 19k9 , 

furnished New York the names of -employees in companies controlled by | I 

in 19U6, but apparently no investigation has been conducted to determine if 
any of t hese employees might have information to indicate that l | is 

\ or to obtain from present employees the names of former employees 
who mipht be identical with f" | or who might have information concerning 


■bo 

b7C 
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Lead Number U 


In the event 


|| ma.y 

L is not eliminated definitely, employees of I 
iked to develop suspects 'Who may be identical with 


], who may be id entical rath 


be checked to develop suspects who may 
have information leading to his identification. 


Jcompanies should 
or who may 


b6 
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Lead Number 5 



Hom es of in dividuals most closely resembling descriptions of 
an dj^ | who arrived at San Francisco between February and 


December, 191*1 were furnis hed Washington Field Office, which office obtaine d 
photographs on aLl except; I I, 

J The file does not reflect .that any 


effort has been made to locate these individuals or to obtain photographs to 
exhibit to | L Consideration should be given to following through bn 

this matter* 


Lack of Thorough,Vigorous Investigation 

and SupervisL on . ;? f 

/ The Bureau instructed Hew York by 3e tter 6/25/52 to completely and 

/ thoroughly review the file and- advise the Bureau : what investigation remains 
to bring the case to a logical conclusion at an early date and to include 
recommendations as to advisability of closing the investigation based upon 
the findings after review. 

f 

By letter 9/10/ 52, the Now York - Office advised the Bureau that all 
logical leads to identify^ | had been exhausted* It is apparent from 

the foregoing anaLysis, however, that numerous leads were and are outstanding* 
The foregoing letter, and a closing report in this case dated at New York 
12/9/52, reflecting one day, 10/29/32, in the period for which made, were 
written by SA John E. -Foley* ' * 

The Bureau by letter 12/16/52 c alled attention to a susp ect. 
whose photograph I [ was unable to identify as[ 


[ 


but who appeared to be a good suspect bec ause of hi s contact with a lcnoim 
double agent j and other points resembling^ [activities. The New York 


file was reopened bn 12/31/52 and investig ation since that date has been 

' 1 which was finally c onducted on 

j mentioned by 


directed toward an interview with 

6/h / 53 and the following o f a lead - bn one 
as assisting him in 




It is apparent that, investigation h as been ba sed largely upon 
indefinite and contra dictory inf ormation from | | vfcich has not yet 

been resolved althoug h ~l has been available for reinterview. Investi - 


gation has been confined principally to two avenues: (1) identifying 
from ph otographs of passengers entering west coa st ports j and (2) identifying 


Jfrom among employees of 


avenues, have the possibilities - 7 jai _ 

completed. Following the reintervieW) with 


In neither of* these 

; been e xhausted o r the investigation 
to clarify specific 


points raised, the. case should be pushed vigorously’ to a logical conclusion. 
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Correlation v/ith Collateral Cases 



In the future handling of this .case, the attention of all personnel 
concerned should be di rected to th e inter-relationship o f the' fo llowing 
cases originating with I [ in formation: IJnsub,. wa;~ I , Bufile 65- 


1 Bufile 6g-57876, Mew York 


J Bufile 65-57859, 


57862, New York 6 5-lli7lil: Unsub* wa; 

65-*lli7U2j TInsubs , f ~ 

Bufile 65-60953, New York 65-16059 j and Unsub, 7/aj[ 

New York 65-lU7a3» /The subject s of the first three cases were allegedly 
instructed to mate contact with | | after their arrival in the United 

States, and the identification of any one of -these sublets-, or of Faraday, 
will have an important bearing bn the course of -any future investigation 
in each of these cases, .The closest correlation will be >necessaxy , 


Responsibility For Delinquencies' 

Explai ations are requested from 'the personnel still on the Bureaus 
rolls for the handling, of this case for the. periods noted after their names: 


Agents 

H, V, Kennedy 

b6 r 

b7C I — J 

John B» Foley 


Period, of Res ponability For This Case 

l/9/kb - 5/10/Ub (resigned/ ~ 

5/10/1:8-6/25/51 

6/25/51 - li/22/52 

k/22/5l - 3/9/53' 

3/9/53 - date 


Supervisors 

R, Ri Granville 1/5/M3 - Vlk/52 (resigned) 

Ti J» McAndrews lt/lU/52 - date 


ASAC 

A. H. Belmont 
Vfe. M. Vfrtelan 

A, J. Marches sai It 


1/5A8 - 2/2U/50 (Asst, Director) 
2/27/50 - 7/7/53 (now. SAC, San 

Francisco) 

7/9/53 - date 
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SAC 

Edward Scheidt 
L. V* Boardman 


l/5/l»8 - 8/25/52 (retired) 
8/25/52 - date 
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UNKNOWN SUBJECT* was : 


ESPIONAGE - R 

New York Pile 65-14742 

Bureau Pile 65-57876 
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INSPECTOR BROWN: This case was opened in the New York Office 

January 8, 194^* and was closed September 
23 » 1952 » It was placed in a pending inactive status April 
2, 1951/ and may have remained in that status until closed, 
although the case was posted several, times thereafter* Agents 
to *Jhom the case was assigned during the period it was pend- 
ing are identified later herein* New York was origin through- 
out the investigation. 


Background of Case 


(S) 


£0. 


This case is based upon 
_bh£_ Intelligence Division of the Armrl" 
land the Bureau by | 
lamed by himself as I 


information furnished 




isi. 


wane acting as | 

The information furnished by|_ 


J follows. 
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arrange for a new man to take over hi s responsib ilities in 
the United States. For this purpose. I I (true name) 

fv 


was sent to 


where he was 


bo 
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’b7D 






V > 


«0 


<*■ 
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b7C 

residing in 

for 

b7D 


and preparing his cover biography# 


In | ] in Jtebruary of 19lj.l, 


recruit ed the agent subsequently k nown by the code name of 
I, who presumably entered the l 
in 1941 for the purpose of settin g up a network in the 


United States and Canada. 
part of 19ia.r 


[ 


Also in 
1 enrolled in th e 


in the very earl y 


slightest of training, were dispatched to 


] who, with but tne 


York in March of 19itl* 
cover id entity I" 
to these! 


in Hew 


in New York# 


It was contemplated that in his 
1 would assume a dis tant relationship 

| upon his arrival 


instructed to wait for [_ 


iC c o r ding tof 


had been 
J and upon the latter's arrival 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


to establish him, as a distant relative and train him as 

for the ultimate pur pose of establishing 


him as the f 


] (technological) 

in the New York area* It .was 
contemplated th at In the U nited States I Iw ould be 


b6 
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associated with_ 
in New York ‘City* 


in the 


business 


Although it was planned that [ 


[ 


would 

le ave for the United States in the summer of 19ip - * he was still 
ini Iwhen I I in May- of that year* 

In| I met hi m personally and came t o know 

| well* I I feels quite cert ain the l I 

would | l and is quite certain 


he can recognize a photograph of him* 


ated from \ 
was a[ 


I 


1 stated that 


had 


;radu~ 
and 


be 
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] He described him as 


being clever and cunning, adventurous, quick in making 
decisions and as having a good imagination and a love for 


h6 

b7C 

b7D 
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E 


j He said that | | w as fond o f good 

iv ing and that he wo uld assume a cover .as a l L choos- 
ing I I cover name for his entry into the 

United States, ( 


be 
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Unsuccessful investigation has been con- 
ducted to date for the purpose of identifying and locating 
the Unknown Subject* Host of this investigation has been 
conducted outside the territory of the New York Office, 
and has involved checking arrival manifests on the West 
Coast to develop logical suspects. The case was closed in 
September, 1952 on the theory tha t all logi cal leads had been 


covered, it being not ed also tha t 


definitely that Unsub£ 
United States* 


_| .could not state 


ever actually came to the 
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Delinquencies 

This case was opened January 8, 19lj.8, 
Thereafter, pending reports were submitted by the New York 
Office on April 26,, 1949, October 5>, 1949, December $ 0 , 

1949, Mar ch n* 1950. July 27 . 1950, and October 25, 1950, 
all by SA| I* On i^pnl 2, 1951, the case 

was made pen ding inactive* The next r.oport was a pending 
report by SA I I dated February 4, 1952, and the 

last New York report was dated September 23., 1952, a closing 
report by SA Edmund Flanagan* Explanations are requested 
for these reporting delays* 

Close supervision of this case by the New 
York Office appears to have been lacking throughout* In 
addition to reporting delays, the Bureau frequently had to 
remind the New York Office by 0-1 form that the case was 
delinquent j other offices were not followed within a reason- 
able period to require coverage of outstanding leads j and 
the Bureau on at least one occasion found it necessary to 
request the New York Office to review the file for coverage 
of leads and to determine if other leads were available »o 
the case could be brought to a logical conclusion. There 
is no indication in the New York file that a lead for San 
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[\ 


1 



o 
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lego to check arrival manifests for logical suspects, set 
out in New York report dated October 25, 1950, has ever 
been covered. Closer supervision of these matters by the 
office of origin could probably have brought this case to 
a logical conclusion in a much shorter period of time. Ex** 
planations are requested. 

Suggested Leads 


In connection with the inspection review 
of this case some leads were discovered involving the re- 
opening and further investigation of the case. These leads 
have been submitted to the SAC for his consideration by 
memo to the case file*, 


Agent and Supervisory Responsibility 


During the period this case was under in- 
vestigation in the New York- Office, January 8, 194®* to 
September 23, 1952, responsibility for the investigation 
and supervision thereof was allocated as follows. Explanar 
tions for the handling of this case are requested from the 
personnel still on the Bureau* s rolls. 


Agents 

H.V. Kennedy 
P.X. Plant 

be 

hlC I 


January 8, 194$ - 
April, 1948 (resigned) 

April, 194® ** August, 
1943 (resigned) 

August, 194® -** August, 

1951 

August, 1951 - April 22, 
195? ' 


Edmund .Flanagan 


April 22, 1952 ~ 
September 23, 1952 
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L* 
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Supervisors (Section 6 ) 


Robert R 0 Granville January 8, 194® - 

^pril ll|., 1952 (resigned) 

Thomas J. McAndrews April 14* 1952 - 

September 23, 1952 


AS AC s 

A.H. Belmont January 8, 194$ - 

February 24* 1950 
(Assistant Director) 

William M» Whelan February 27 , 1950 - 

September 23* 1952 
(SAC, S*F.) 


■ SiiCs 

Edward Scheidt January 8, 1948 ** 

August 25, 1952 (retired) 

L.V. Boardman August 25,. 1952* - 

September '23, 1952 


| 









Memo, SAC 

W 65-lltf )& 


Japan throiigh a West Coast port • To da te only Wes t Coast 
arrival .manifests have been checked for i I suspects* - 

Consideration, might be given, to -checking East Coast arrival 
manifests, both ship and piano j for logical suspects* Exact 
specifications for suspects could be furnished to 1 East 
Coast offices so actual suspects for I I could bo. 

spotted on the manifests^ eliminating the necessity' for ob- 
taining a large list of porsons for' screening by the $f0>. 
as yras done in checking West Coast manifests.* 


Much of the screening of arrival manifests bn the 
Vest Coast, was concentrated on the early part of 19i|l* ox- ^ 

I tending through December* 1 9lil< This wo uld, appear to have 

II been wasteful as I Ib ouldnot, if I I i3 to be b6 

' believed*. have left I lu ntil after l | » Therefore* b 7c 

J from May, 19hl through Do comber, 19k2* allowing for delays b7D 

! and changes in | | would seem to be a reasonable. 

pertinent period for this ease* Consideration might be given 
> to using such a period, in the more accurate method suggested 
of checking for actual suspects on arrival manifests for the 
East Coast.* Also, consideration might, be given to extending 
the check of Vest Coast arrival manifests into l9||4* 


lists of* arrivals through Vest ;Coast ports,* -already 
furnished by -West Coast' offices* should bo thoroughly re~ 
reviewed b y the Wfo for additional logical suspects for , 

I I WFO should then bo, requested to endeavor to 

ob tain photo graphs of such suspects and to exhibit any found 
to. | 1 for identification* 


Further* it is suggested that all logical. Bureau«?wido 
cpnfidentlal .informants, and confidential sources on espionage 
matters he interviewed to develop an y information Which, might 
be helpful in iden tifying I I ' fn.this category*. only 

L contacted by the Charlotte ^Office in .1950, 
has heen interviewed to date,* 

After completion of the additional investigation recom-r 
mended,* it is su gg ested that ;an investigative summary report 
be. prepared for the guidance o f. any future investigation to. , 
ident ify jahd locat e I ~~b * 


Jb7C 

b7D 


bo 

b7C 

b7D 
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• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO 


FROM 


SUBJECT: 


DECLASSIFICATION 
AUTHORITY DERIVED F ROM : 

Mr* Uifl oiult i c DECLASSIFICATION GUIDE 

EXEMPTION CODE 2SX<1) 

DATE 03-22-20AC# * 

E, L, Edwardsflr^f 


r » 

t'» > 


JET. EELMONT 
Assistant Director 
pome^fic Intelligence Division 
Nq‘iJ^>Ti c Tro bat ion 



u-l i ...Juii Crtt 

OChE t ,wjv£ There is attached a memorandum' from Mr, Cle§g^o Mr, Tolsfn^o^^^ 
dated 12/18/53 which points out that an analysis of files at the 'Seat , 

of Government relating, to information received ‘from f | 

I I and' ah analysis of New York files by Inspector B, C, Brown^xp* 


developed several delinquencies chargeable to Mr, Belmont during his 
period of duty as ASAC at New York (7/8/44 - 2/27/50),, and since, fiis asr 
suming charge of the Domestic Intelligence Division on 2/27/50, As ASAC 
at New York Mri , Belmont was charged with the over-all responsibility • of 
} supervision of Internal Security and Espionage cases. 




In connection with his assignment ’as ASAC at New York Mr, Bel- 
mont was charged with the over-ail responsibility for delays of 5 months 
and more than one month in opening investigations in 2 Espionage-R cases 
arid for delay in- submission of initial and subsequent reports, for periods 
ranging from 3 1/2 months to more than 4 months, Another Espionage-R 
case was- closed with only minimum investigation, .there was a delay of over 
2 weeks in reopenin'g the case and a delay of almost 1 year in submitting j 
a report / In another instance a case was opened in January, 1948, and reports 
were not submitted until April) 1949, " ' 

. Mr, Belmont explained that he had, no personal recollection of 

jtftese cases and cited a shortage of 'personnel' “ 


* 


07 - 


« *• j ■ 


w 


j the pertinent period ai New York. 

While Mr, Belmont ' has b<eSn/in charge jp^ 0 %^e s ^DbmestTc''iht'e2l r igsnce 
Division at the Seat of Government in 1 instance 'ajp^E sp ionage—R ~ case" wd's' H , 
closed without \ j pho might, have in- b 7 C 

formation pertaining '"bo the investigation. In j an Interna ^ y Security -R '■ b7D 
case there was a .delay in opening investigation from -b/Sg/aOl-to L iCy4/50,, 

In an EspiohagerR case original informationcame t<tt&Ji'ewBurejau' t iG.&atten- 
tion in' March, 1948 , and an individual case was^oir~opeitwd~mitil—8/l'3/S3fij ) 
in another Esoiohaa e-R c<tse there was a delay from 5/3/51 to 6/18/51 in 
transmitting to thel 

have that agency relnterv\ew[ _ 

espionage. In 4 other cases there were delay's 'of more than two', m'biitlts 


, by New York tc ^ 

\regardfng:qn individual suspected o/ 


in opening' the investigations afte.r information had be en^ rec'e ived pertaining 


t*'f\ 

%/DCMiggs 
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Mr, Belmont explained that althoug h it was not logica l to ex- 
pect positive results from the interviews of \ \ referred 

to above he feels they should be interviewed now to " clear the record," 
In connection with the delay in opening a case 8/30/50 to 10/4/50 Mr, 
Belmont stated’ that the information did not indicate urgent handling 
and did not take precedence over many others being handled by the super- 
visor at the time. Regarding the case wherein .an individual case was 
not opened until 8/13/53 after original information was received in 
March, 1948 , Mr, Belmont stated this matter was followed in another main 
file and realises better procedure would have been to open a case on the 
information originally received in 1948,, Regarding the delay from 5/3/51 
to' . 6/18/51 i n transmi tting a request rbo Central Intelligence Agency/ 
re-i nter vi ew I \Mr , Belmont staved this occurred during a crisis 

the \ " “l and the former case, being a less urgent matter 

was not handled, on a priority basis. Concerning the delay in opening 
the remaining f'nnT hasten Hulmnn-h nnmmen+.eil that, the information A 

I required an intensi ve review fo 

items of interest to. the Bureau, Thid~~ ms not of an urgent nature and. 
should properly have' been handled by the supervisor as he could ,f it it 
into his other work on a "project" basis. 


isfri.' ■; 



Training and Inspection Division recommended a letter be di-, 
reefed to, Mr, Belmont calling to his attention the delinquencies set out 
la&oue and reminding him of the necessity for prompt cmd thorough - handling 
'of all espionage cases, . 

Separate memoranda are being submitted with respect to the SOC 
supervisors involved in these cases. 


RECOMMENDATION OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE - DIVISION : 

The Administrative Division recommends that a letter be directed 
to Mr, Belmont calling his attention to the delinquencies set out above 
and pointing, out to him the. necessity that all espionage cases be promptly 
and thoroughly handled. 
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FROM:. 
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SUBJECT: 


Mr. Tols on. . . 12 - 22-53 

H. H. Clegg - * ' _ 

DELINQUENCIES OBSERVED IN THE HANDLING 
AND SUPER V SION OF INVESTIGATION' GROWING 
CUT OF INFORMATION RBgKIVjiB FROM | | 
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I 

There are Attached memoranda setting Yorth" the 
delinquencies pf each Seat, of fro vemm§nt Supervisor; 

-the delinquencies found j>y Inspector Bjpoim in j w.'loi?k 
chargeable to SAC. V(helan arid ‘r ; . Belmont whild ASACs in 
New York. Seat of Government "‘Bivisi'onal" •deiinqpencies 
.chargeable- to. Mr. ’.Belmont are alto, set forth. 

Explanations of pres eht A, eW York employees 
have been set, forth by Inspector Brown in the inspection, 
peport qf the New Yofk Office. ' ‘ 
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January 20 9 2954 

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL 


< ) ' 

Mr, Alan ff, Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington 9 D, C, ' 


Dear jir, ) Belmont : 


~ - 


-Y 




5. 

.b6 


I, have carefully considered the facts 
relating to the undue' delay in handling of the 
Security Matter Communist case involving \ I 
I I and it is apparent that the per- 

sonnel under your supervision have not been*thor~- 
*aughlJ/‘ apprised of the necessity: f or promptly and 
efficiently completing all correspondence/ This > 
particular piece of mail was received, in the 1 )o- 
mestic Intelligence Division on December 22, 1953 9 . 
and did not clear the Internal Security Section, ‘ 
until January 6 9 1954, Although, the. Christmas and 
(New Yearns holidays and two week ends intervened a 
total of eight working, days lapsed before this matter 
was ■ completed in your division .which, is certainly an 
unnecessary delays * 


b7C 


* 


Udd-_-^ 
Nichols, n.r 
Pcltooot 
CU«_^ 
GUyjn—.-. 

HtfbO ^niijer 
Ro$ta 

Gcarty 

Mohr.- 

Jf(oterro«d«£. 
Tele. Rooca — 
Hollomaa— — . 
Miss Gaadf— , 


As Assistant Director of the Domestic. In- 
telligence. Division it is your responsibility to see 
to it that all matters are 'handled with dispatch and 
1 shall expect yoti to take immediate corrective mea- 
sures tp prevent the repetition of such dilatoriness 
on the part of supervisors, in the Domes tic Intellj . 


Division, 


/ a 




hV ...r »H0? ? ^ 


r.'l 


' mo 
A'f cgMM - FBI 

ll4)3v 

- 




G *-i 



- V' V 1 \ & **a03U ^ ^ Btredi 

J ' NEMcDt gg$>y0®& » > i I/ZWM 


VerysicCuly. . yxmrsj. . 


Btrec 







"Ho 6 

blC 


U 



t^:v ■ y 


\ H; 


Cbcr 


UNITED STATEL-GOVERNMENT 


DATE: 1/15/54 



'it* 

SE3 


subject: 


was. 


V 

V\ Rom<_-1 



Director has inquire d 
attached letter from Nevr Yoqk 


termed » 

KTefTtSUl 

HolIoMta «—* 
Sftoo „ ■■■ 

in handling 


08 to reason /or delay i-/i UUrtUjL my 
looted 12/18/53. ^his inquiry was ^ 


handled by Inspector JO 5. J?og ?rs. Rece i ved at Bureau 12/21/53 and 
Trai ning Division 2:27 * ' ' ~ **’ 


„ v. *.*12/81/53': 

^ gTTcftl 

no/jgply~.wa& n .xe, que,pfejd,J>yWefo, 


There was no 


?■ - ^o^se^Xett, 
lTgjspce^Division. ■*- 


Received 'tft 


-’file same date. Mansfield net 
j leave on 12/29/53. File .not l 
later , Mansfield, upon recaijZi 
closed and since letter of no 
Security. Section, discussed pia 
I wfto after conferring with Siso 


indication 
.oid 


’oj'SJ - i onHTT^ce - ]?^ - involved 
r fvjwafded to pome~siic/lnt el- 
re §jie/p.m. 1 2 / 22 / 53 / ^Forjcsu^ed 
ere received 9:07 a.m. 12/23/53^ 
\iiansfield whose clerk called for 
rned from 2& days Christmas 
cated. On 

g case invol 

urther interest to Internal 
[ter with Section Chief Baumgardner, 
returned jphe^le tier to Training 


>JL 


1 / 6 / 54 . 4& working days \\ 
>lving | | was 1 




'*K 


> 

* 

\ 


\ D i vision where . re oei y_ed M S:47 Decided in Training 

Division that New York should fu rnish infor mation in letter to 
Buffalo and Albany Offices sindVl L who was charged in 

letter with 
at f 


be 

hlC 


I 1 ~Mejnar.azidum-.Rrv P<i£ed r ,b ci eri cal Supervisor \ 

| l/Z/5. 4 summarising incoming/ Ttetfgji to" Hew York-'-dated Friday/ 

I lflI/54. ~&r. ^ohrf suggested 'that 

tWc^ersons be inte rviewed since they had told Mew York source 
of information that | l Director 

I agreed./ Letter re-written and' sent through 1/13/54., 

' Although letter in Domestic Intelligen ce Divisi on f rom 
SiW^V.%M£^J^/22/^3^-to...l/.6/54 .1the three non^wor k jiayJT'cwfr 
Christ mas.. and~Hew .Years i plus two, igeekends intervened. Also 
Mansfield was on leave until "'Tuesday, 12/29/53. ' He was await- J '/t- 
ing a locate of file for next, 4& work days to l/6/5'd. Records i/fyg 
Section state# file, charged lida^'to Crime Records 12/18/53 . 
failed for by Mansfield's office 12/23/53/ Called fQXJ^jI 
ing Division 12/30/53f C , located in^ I nternal Security Sectio 
Wednesday, 12/36/53 f and rct^edto^rainTn^/CIvisioh. y ~~^ r ile/ 
routed to Internal Security Section tfon<fdftJ ?t| ? * 

re /.Vo t wnaMem” s'!?!, 1 ' 1 ,/' 
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PAUL P* STOjTETt L7FGE 
MIS0ELLASE023 - INFORMATION CONCERN IPG 
(ESPIONAGE) 
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SYNOPSIS: 
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5y letter dated 11/3/53 the Washington Field Office 
advised the Bureau of the results of an interview on 10/23/53 with 
Frank Cotter of the Joint Committee on Atoxic Energy regarding in- 
formation obtained by Cotter from Calvin Dbrtolotte of 255 West 108th 
Street, Newt Fork City, which Bertolotte thought indicated' possible 
espionage in connection with the suicide in 1946 of Lt* Colonel 
Paul P* Stoutenburgh, U* S* Army * WFO letter of 11/3/53 "was 
received at the Bureau ll/s/53 and on 12/11/53 the Bureau instructed 
WFO and the New fork Division to conduct additional investigation * 

The Director inquired why it took from 11/5/53 to 12/11/53 to handle 
this matter * 

CHRONOLOGY 

Date Status 

ll/s/53 Received Internal Security Section 1:53 PS* 


11/6/53 


Received Espionage Section 8:57 ALT, Disc ussed by 

No* 1 Man, 3* D* Donahoe, with Supervisor I 1 


II/IO /53 Indices checked and File reviews completed* Supe rvisor 


dictated to- Stenographer l~ I a 

memorandum recommending the Department of Justice be 
advised and that no further action be taken in the matter* 


b6 

b7C 


11/10- I 1 inquired three times at to status of dictation, 

11 / 25/53 which Was delayed due to expedite work on tarry Dexter 
White case and other specials* 


Tolsoa, 

Ladd- 


11/24/53 Sten ographer f 
Mrs* r 


Nichols. 
Belmont- 
Cle$* — - 
' Gltriiu. 
Harbo-*: 
Rosea — 

Tracy 

Gearty 
Mohr 


I permitted b y Stenograp hic Supervisor, 
t to ro ugh dra.ft 1 I dictation of 

I departur e on leave 


iZ-^mSsmei^'i 


ll/lb /53 to facilitate[ 

at close of business this date* I I granted 

1 day compensatory leave for 11/25/53 and combination 

) - 


•b6 

b7C 
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Of cccpt^satorj leave c.~£ annual leave fbrf 
tho Thankag^ing iccck~cnd, by. A’ov 2 lion, G* L* Itnahdc, 
Which C33 ^ira^gSaTw^^l l^aue. except fir 2 

granted to I Jain^#;8 re^cr^cd is iapior.agc 

cotton. T~2*$3jm Zonahoe has issued instructions prohibit 
ing ouch rough Gref to t n tho future to avoid Csiiblo . 
yUptftQ* 


tupcrv.taor \ 
until i£-7«53«. 


lj{"5»Wi3 
ll~£?-aa faugh Craft given 
1Z~$3~83 


entered hospital -and on diet: leapt? 


eovcteri r to> 


"v 1 w * nr ▼ i.f r I H U%vC^vWI i/ W 

Supervisor hitch -Shi to on* to a caplet a in- finished fora* 

I „ . I to Cnt'J end teas assigned to tabs 

Cjptpt ion Pf tf, npcoitsU i ~~l called supervisor 

&k$ stated she vas unable to t'jnc tn. 
finished J’orP the rough draft prepared bp I — I 


b6 

hie 


haaca. 
to htn 


duo to unaertaint p act ip its conisorita and spelling of - , 
*''”' i *'’ r J infracted her to send the pat igh draft 


lG-1-53 



r ~ — vrtjy we rough dtef'bfros her 

nottom. j tzho &ra handling -expedite verb 

on three a eons f in addition to Qtin pork due to ' 

\ ill ness* absence of supervisor in Chared 
I &t Jttini-hia trsti vc Cchtol end confinement 
vj- Lupervtaffr \ I to the dv f chert Cpponhalzcr 

special, Maced notation .on the rough Grar t for Brefifitte 


He called \~ 


h6 

hlC 


J* T- — C ,, ^ ~ . T 

^a aca hist first thing £p*7~&k 


*r ,w ** f 



and no Pas alrea dy hardlin e czpcdlfe pork m three desks 


JEC-7-5P 

i£r$-g& 


beside his oun* \ \ me not report this rice a 

of fsqtl -to Ms super torsf since the\ superiors vb'rs' 
aosrc of me apsenad df supervisors in 'the unit* 

Iretnmed to duty, fro®, stop Igdvx and handled 


To!,, .4^-2d-5a 

Ladd,^,*. .„, 

Nichols,-™-*. 

^Bclnwat--™. 

Clcsg~ W 

GUvin— ; 

Harbo™™* 

Rosea ™*™l! 

Tcacy 

Ccany™^ 

Mohr.;™*™ 

Tioterrowd ™ 

Tele. Room* 
ollooao™* 


rough draft 

- ' ^ 

Finished ccnSranCtix wi th outcot r.fi letter to teperiaent 
of fusttee received fry I l imit redated 2£r-lC~£3 co 

not- received in tine for Kail deadline* ‘ 

Inspector fennrich Instructed %,reanhd to change 
reebmaendati on in nemoraedun, ifa'fea. wea t iisrS-g nr 
revision thereof ph 
&ti£ dated 2D~ll~g3* 


be 

b7C 





O: 



12*21-53- Letter forS^rde^ WFO, cc Mem fork* requesting 
further invcsvt%ution. 


REMARKS : 


/ 

dehk 12-1-53 


The rough draft teas returned to [ _ 

and was not i ncluded in the we eklu del inqucncy lists of 12-2-53 
and. 22-9 -53, f . I L clork, who node up meekly delinquency 

list for I I desk on 12-2-53. 8tate3 she only recalls seeing 

rough dr aft whibh did hot indicate to her it mas delinquent * 


_l and 


teas 

and; 


attached ~ta rouTjb draft , Stenographic^ Supervisor [ 


cannot recall whether incoming c ommunication 


b6 

b7C 


, state no recollection of the incoming letter’ 

being attached to the rough draft but .state that the. ordinary • 
procedure of handling mould requ ire that the incoming communica- 
tion accompany the rough draft , I I did not include this matter 

on meekly delinquency list of 12-9-53 giving as his reason therefor 
that, he had dictated oh it 12-7-53 • The Domestic Intelligence 
Division does not include on the meekly delinquency list thdse 
delinquent matters which are in the stenographic pool, as the 
Stenographic daily report is used for control over ouch delinquent 
natters , Bowevcr, the stenographic daily report does not go to 
Mr, Tolson's office , and Under this system; a tiatter already * 
delinquent when dictated by the supervisor mill hot shorn as 
delinquent on the stenographic report until five days after the 
dictation mas received, Thus, it is possible under this, system 
for d matter- to be delinquent and, yet not be carried, as such 
under either the stenographic daily report or the meekly delinquency 
report;, . 


A, Prantgim, Chief# ESpionage*Secti6n, states delay 
in transcription 1 1-10-53 to 11-24-53 due to specials# including . 
;£drry Dexter White case* To relieve stenographic congestion , 5 
stenographers borrowed for 1 week apd 3 stenographers and 1 typist 
borrowed for 1 day by Espionage Section,,; Due to un familiarity with 
work such borrowed stenographers are unable to make substantial 
immediate Effect on .backlog,, Three permanent stenographers added 
tfi Espionage Section pool 21-17-53., During November^ 1953, it was 
. necessary to divert 390 nan- days, of supervisory time in Espionage 
Section to special work dnd supervisors contributed 27Q man-days 
of voluntary overtime, On 12-8-53 Espionage Section requested 
three additional supervisors due tp continuing nature of special 
worki On the Marry Dexter White case alone the clerical personnel# 
-including the St'enogfcphersj worked over 53 workdays outside of 
regular hours, including nights, holidays and week-ends,-, 

+ 'It is to be ttoted the, primary cause of this delay was 
two-fold, in that '0tenogrqpher \ [ uas permitted to rough draft 

the dictation and the rough draft, was inaccurate, 

be 

- . - b7C 
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tie comma) a tions . 

2* That a letter of c ensure go forward to Assistant 
Director Belmont directing' that proper steps be taken to. insure 
the nofe expeditious handling of the work in the domestic Tn~ 
teiligence Division * Mr* Ladd* Ur* Belmont and Mr* GTavin 
dgree* . 


2. Dumber 1 Man Sterling B\ Dondhobj Espionage 
,Seciion . , censure * Mr. Belmont. points out that, during the. 
pertinent period Section Shlef Bpanigan pas engaged in. the' Marry 
Dexier thit* spe&iixli and the, handling of the stenographic pool, 
and delinquency therein thus fell bn the shoulders of .Dumber ■ 1 
Men/Dondhoei. Is Mr. Bblnopt points out# Donahoe; was bopnisqnt . 
of this entire situation vfiijsh did take. too long to' handle but 
bias a result of an abnormal work Situation in the Espionage 
* Section *. Mr*. Belmont fpe$s that DoUahbe should, be censured* 

* Hr*' Dadd do.es not agree* feeling that Brqhigan # g$ Section Chief 
should be censured* Qn the other ' hand? Mr* Slavin , agrees with 
•Belmont arid Clegg that Dbhdhbe i>e cbnsured* X 


■M* DO actidn is recommended as to Section Chief 
M* : A. Brciutgan of the Espionage Section.. Dormaliy * ye, 'would 
recommend censure for him,’ however , during the - entire pertinent 
period an unusual situation existed in that Brant gan was practically 
divorced from the operations of the Espionage .Section arid was. 
engaged personally in a special involving Barry Dexter White* 
Brqntganls overtime on the special during [ Dovember averaged 
nearly six. hours per day*' Meanwhile * Dumber 1 Man Donahoe was 


-i 4 


i 



-v 




running the Espionage Section, Ur., Ladd and Mr* Glegg feel, 
that Brsnigan should be censured because he still occupied the 
position of head of the Espionage ‘ Section, Qn : the other hand, 
Messrs* telmdnt and Oltxvin feel that in view of the, exceptional 
circumstances, requiring Branigan*s full tine j on other rut tiers* 
he should hot' he censured. 


That a letter, o f censure go forward to | | 

J b for permitting Stenographer 

I I to subnit a rough draft of the dictation instead of a 

finished transcript, Mr, Ladd agrees, Mr, Belmont disagrees 
stating y 1 ~ l-floea not no malip. allow rough drafting. In. 

thiscase^ because | | had tforTf' bn her book's • that sfc0 be : 

bottld not get. off in tin e to go on her scheduled ledvey she . , b7c 
permitted this item to . be rough drafted. This was proper, as 
otherwise | I would have had- to- change her plans for the, 

- scheduled l eave, and it would have; noticed an undue hardship, 

Hinder normal conditions^ ft is possible to regelate the stenographers* - 
isorh so that this does hot happen « bu t these were not normal 
, conditions*. The- action of I I had the sanction of Mr, 

, Bqnahoe , Whd was res ponsible fop the stenographic pool* A 

letter to] L in ny opinion y id, not warranted, ** Mr* 

Glqvin agrees to censure. 



he 

hi C 


That u letter of censure go- forward to 'Stenographer 

I K rt "r* 7«» VtA A tnwXwAWIfi Ai 


I 1 | ’ ^ v — - — - 

\ -for her failure to . properly transcribe the; 
dictation of Supervisor I L Messrs* Ladd and Belmont, 

agree * Mr, Glavin agrees. 


I 


i 




$ ' 



G, Hereto fore,, the Domestic Intelligence Division has 
not been reporting on its weekly delinquency list natters which 
have been on hand in the D ivision more than the deadline period 
(deadline two days on outside conmunicationsf five days, for 
investigative reports, and communications fron the field)* 

The Domestic Intelligence Division ha3 been reporting as delinquent 
on the stenographic delinquency report those ■ documents which have 
been in the hands of typists or stenographers nore than five 
days, however, this separate report docs not go to the Associate 
Director * Thus, a loophole exists in that the weekly delinquency 
report fron the lonestio Intelligence Division has listed only 
those natters, delinquent fhich arc in the hands of the super- 
visors and does not list those natters which dre delinquent 
in the Division but tzay b e in the hands of stenographers or 
typists , Ur, Belmont has agreed to revise the procedure dnd 
list all delinquent natters, starting immediately, Ur, Ladd 
agrees to this * ~ldvin agrees. 


7* That the attached nenorandun go forward to all 
Dureau officials and supervisors emphasising the importance of 
listing delinquencies and pointing hut that the delinquent 
natters arc to be considered as such until they have cleared 
the Division, regardless of the fact they nay be in dictation. 


i 


\ 


'bo 

b7C 


'rnmvinT Dnizra <of w, a, bbakxcjw, s. b* bouauob, 
I I asd \ [ attached. 


DETAILS: 


Details included in the synopsis • 
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February 26 , 1954 


PERSONAL AND C CUFJjBEKTIAL 


Ur, Alan H ♦ If Xlmoht 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington ^ D, <?• 


vkjfDE 


Bear Uri Belmont: 


cnCLACT* w 

cr] , Jtf. — 





J have reviewed the findings of an inquiry 
recently made in order to determine the causes for the 
unwarranted delay before a communication was transmitted 
tg the White Mouse pursuant to -a request received by the. 
Liaison Section of your division in the Jay Lovestone 
case and J note that the liaison agent wtho received the, 
request delayed overnight before advising the Espionage 
Section of the matter and his confirmatory memorandum 
did not reach your office until the morning of the 
secopd day following receipt of the. White Mouse call,. 

This matter was handled in a very miserable 
fashion and I want you to immediately examine the pd~ 

~ Ministrative procedures in your division in order to 
make certain that such matters are handled properly in 
the future and delays such as occurred in this instance 
are avoided. 


Tolsoo _ 
Ladd — 
Nichols...,. 
Belroonc——.- 

Glaviiw^ 
H»rbO -irr 
Rosen ^ 

Tracy - , . .... / 

Catty— 5 * 
Mohr 

Viatertfwd « 
Tele.^ootn*. 
Hollooan.?— ~ 
Miss Gandy 




Very truly yours 9 

IsBdgagJKo ovcq 
John Edgar Hoover 




■v 





Q 


a 


Hr, XolSon 


R* 2\ Harbo 


* 


JAt ZOVESTOtiEi v?as, / , > 

ESPIONAGE - T8 <§, R f A ft 


4~t 


2/18/54 


l rt> :.fi f 


/ 


/ 

/ 

I 


$ 


Memorandum dated 2/12/54 from. W* A. Branegan iso 
Hr* Belmont attached a letter -to the Honorable Sherman Adana 
confi rning oral information furnished him oh 2/0/84 to the 
effect the name of Philip Sullivan appearing, tn ct communication, 
to Hr, Adame under date of 1/27/54 tide to be changed* to Samuel ■ 
Berger'*- Administrative action de to the- error in the communi- 
cation of 1/27/54 has been handled- separately* Hr* Holloman 
inquired do to the reason for the ( delay from 2/8/54 - 2/12/54 
in preparing the confirmation for Hr* Adams* 


:-# 

‘ 4 1 

J? 


Chronology : 
2/S/54 


2/9/54 


2/i0/s4 


ToUoo- 




Nichols.— 
Belooot— 
Cle«~J 
GUvin. 
Harbo. 
Rosea 
Tracj, 

SgL 

lioterrowd 
.Tele. Rood 
Holloman*-. 
.Miss Gudjr, 



R. Hi Roach, Liaison Section,*, received request 
fdr confirmation- from Sherman Adams at approx i~ 
lately 5:30' or6 PH* „ - j 

Roach orally advised YI* A* Rranfgan, Chief,. 

Espionage Section, between 9 and, IQ AH that 
Hr* Adams desired ~a written, confirmation of the 
information orally' furnished bp Poach cm 2/8/54* 
Bfanigdn requested Roach, to submit a memorandum 
on Hr, Adams ' request Co that the appropriate Bureau 
Officials could nbte thereon pny comments regarding 
furnishing the written confirmation to Hr* Adams* 
Rdach dictated a memorandum from Hr* Keay to 
Hr* Belmont at approximately 3 PH* 

The memorandum from Hr* Keay to Hr* Belmont bearing 
the date - of 2/10/54, which was dictated by Roach on 
2/9/54, was placed on. Roaches desk at, about 9:30 AH 
and Roach states it left his desk immed.idtely there- 
after , V* p * Hedy, Chiefs Lid is on Section, recalls 
the memorandum but not the time Of day it was 
handled by him* Mjr.Xeay states normally the 
memorandum would have reached his desk within 
20. minutes after being forwarded by Roach, and . 
that he would have cleared it within, another 30 
minutes or less* Thus, the memorandum should 
have cleared Hr, Kedy*3 desk no later than 10:30 AH. 


t: «r. vey.«mOn 
Mr. GjxfOin. 



rs 

* • 
M: _ 

' 0 ■ b ' 

•jj ’ 

2 / 11/54 

Jr _ "■ 

The memorandum from. Mr., Re ay to Mr, Belmont^, 
prepared by f*r., Roach 9 was date stamped in 
Mr* Belmont s office at 10:01 AM, Copy of 
this memorandum was referred by ST. A ~ Braniaan L 

to Supervisor I shortin ' a fter 2:16 PM mr 

for preparation of the- letter of Confirmation 
to Mr, Adams, - ' 

2 / 12/54 

ft* 

p 

Letter of confirmation to Mr,> Adavis placed on 

•If*, A . Branigan r s desk bif 1 lin the morniha ” 

and,.seht to Mp\ Belmont f s- office, , Mr, Branigan 

states the letter was returned by Mr*. Belmoht ‘ 

or "r, Rada with the request that a separate. f 

cover memorandum, also Jbe prepared * which Wad 

done. Cover memorandum dated; 2/12/54 from W, A, 

Branigdn to Mr, Belmont with confirmation letter 
to Mr* Adam$ attached Was thereafter received 
as follows: Mr, Belmont ~ 2:54 PM; My f Ladd - 

3:37 PM} M Vk Tolson ;1 8 office — 4:42 PM} Birector f s 
Office - 5:34 PM, 

Conclusion : 

„ t v 


There whs a delay of approximately 24 hours from the 
time 'the' memorandum left Ur:, Roach 1 s desk at' approximately ,9:30 AMy 
2 / 10/54 until ddte stamped in Ur-, Belmdnt 1 § office at 10:01 AM, 
2 / 11 / 54 , Iff, Reap recall b handling the memorandum but. not the > 
ting 0 r* date. Since there is no date stamp prior to Id: 01 jpty 
2 / 11/54 at M r* Belmont 1 a office , it is not possible to ascertain 
the cause of the delay from the tine, the memorandum le ft Ur., 

Keay's, office oh 2/10/54 until it tods date stamped into Mr, * 
Belmont *o Office at. 1.0:01 AH,. 2 / 11/54, Too much time, however , 
elapsed in handling this, matter, 

*■ Recommendation : - 

(1) s Supervisor Ralph R, Roach, is the .primary: 
offender in that he did not communicate the request for the 
confirmation from. Gherman, Adams to R* 4, Branigan until between 
9 and 10 AM of the following, day, and, did not have a. finished 
- memorandum of Adams 1 request prepared as instructed by Branigan 
until 9:50 AM, 2 / 10 / 54 f the‘ second day after he received the 
request for the confirmation from Sherman Adams* -Therefdtey . 
v o letter of censure is recommended, for Supervisor Roach, 


- 2 - 





(s) Inspector: p * ~ & eay, dS. chief of the Liaison 

Section, is responsible for not having his section properly 
organised to more expeditiously process such natters, Seri sure 
is recommended, for Inspector Keay* 


(p) .ft It further recommended thbt d letter go forth 
to Assistant ^ ireet.br E * . If, Belmont instructing him to immediately 
examine the administrative procedures %n the Domestic Intelligence 
Division to insure that such matters are handled properly in the 
future, - , * 


$ 


0 


h w \ 


* l 


^ * 


f&immit BRIEFS OF SUPERVISOR RALPH R, RCACi 7 AND INSPECTOR 
7, P* erat are ATTACHED, - 



Cf?¥ 68- 

id? 


~\ 


OFFICE MEMORANDUM 


'b 

i 


TO 

FROM 


Mr., Glavin 
H, L, Edwards 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
DATE: February 25, 1954- 

ho 

b7C 


SUBJECT : SA[ 


] 


f 


The attached .memorandum: from Mr* Belmont bo Mr** Badd, 2-24**54> reflects 
on 2-15-54, John B» Briggs., attorney for Felix August Inslerman, subject of 
Igan Internal Security case, told the Albany Office- that Inslerman desired bo 
ptalk to the FBI in thp presence of his attorney, v n, the same date," Albany 
^advised tha Bureau that scheduled .meeting- was set for £-16-54* bo accept 
Esuch information as. Inslerman' had to offer in attorney s presence, and further 
•^detailed interviews with Ins-lerman would be scheduled without his attorney 
Sbeing present. * Interview was- conducted 2-16-54 in pr.es end e of attorney, - l 
SAfbany teletype 2-17 -?54> ddvised detailed i-nterviewa with. Inslerman would 
Ssegin 2-l8-r54> But attorney insisted onbeing present and unless advised to , 
^the contrary by the Bureau interview, would be Conducted w ith attorney 
present. The Domestic intelligence division; took no actioxi to eliminate- the 
attorney from the interviews beginning on 2-18.-54, until instructed to do so 
by the Director on, the morning of -2-18-54* Interviews were conducted on b6 
2-18 and 19-54 without- attorney, " b7c 


Albany division 
(Senior Resident Agent- * Schenectady) 
EOD 10-5-42 
GS-13, 18360 
Non-Veteran 
Not .on Probation 


w - * v * - | 

T - - * 


On. 2-16-54* Inslermah's. attorney turned dyer' to. SA | I, a letter 

reportedly written by Whittaker Chambers in 193 §* mentioning the attorney 
General, the President, State ■department* a nd others'. Ihe Bureau was not 
advised of the existence, of this, letter until 2-19-54* SA | I has ex- 

plained. that Inslerman’ s espionage activities Covered ,a period .of 15 to 18 
years, and were being developed in orderly fashion and chronological order, 
and as instant letter relate d-, to his d efection it would be covered near the 
ejid of his story, therefore f I I did not include it in his earlier b6 

correspondence -with, the Bureau. - . b?c 


You' will recall that on 2-19-54 Roy Cohn, Chief Counsel for the McCarthy 
Committee, reported to Mr, ^ichpls that Bureau Agents ha d promised a copy of 
instant letter to, Inslerman or his attorney, and that SA I I made a 

statement to the q ■h-hor>r>ft-'r -hn t-he effect. “Take it easy, vou’ll get a copy of 

the letter . SAs. l I and 

L wh.o, interviewed Inslerman, state that no promises were made to 
the effect that a co py of the l etter would be mpde ayailableto the subject 
or his attorney,-. SA | I dp hied- that he told Briggs, the attorney, .or 

anyone, else ,to,‘ •’’Take it, e asy,,- you’ 11 get .a copy of the letter* Attorney 
Briggs also denied that SA | | had promised him a .copy*. 

Attachement r/^j . * 

CC: ^Mr* Belmont Mr . Harbo „ 

H 0fflce *11© 

NEMctinp . 


*4 







’b6 
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ft 


Whittaker Chambers was interviewed on 2-20-54# regarding Inslermanls 
letter which was turned over tQ the Albany Office and the domestic Intelli- 
gence. division is preparing a detailed, memorandum setting ‘forth .the results 
of this inter view* The Domestic Intelligence Division has recommended that 


be c ensured, for .Ms. failure to promptly advise the Bureau of 


SA. 

the existence of the Insierman letter. Mr. Belmont and Mr. Boardman concurred] 


RECOMMENDATIONS OF. THE' ADMINISTRATIVE' DIVISION : 


be 

b7C 


(l)‘ That SA | | of. the. Albany Division, be censured for his delay - 

from 2^16-54 to 2-19-54# in advising the Bureau of his receipt of the. 
Xnslerraan letter. - * 

GLAVlN'S NOTATION, "I AGREE." G.. 2-26r54 

- MOHR'S NOTATION, "I AGREE.. " M. 2-26-54 

* i 

TOLSON'S NOTATION-, "I AGREE." T. 2-28-54 * v 

HOLLOMAN'S NOTATION, "I AGREE," H. 3-1-54 ' 

‘ DIRIS NOTATION, "YES," H. * - 


(2) %at Assistant. Pireptor ^eimonfc be censured for the failure of 
the Domestic. Intelligence. Division to immediately take. stepP,. upon receipt 
.-■of the" Albarly teletype dated 2-17^54#: to she to it that. Inslermari' s, .attorney 
^duld hot be present during, any subsequent interviews. 

* • GLAViN'S' NOTATION,. "I AGREE.," G:. 2-2*6-54 - 

MOHR ';s . NOTATE ONi , "I AGREE."- M.. 2-26-54 - * *• 

TOES ON '.S NOTATION,. "I SEE NOhNEED Tp DO THIS." T. 2-26-54 

DIR ' S ‘NOTATION, "I EONCUR." ff; ■ be 

' - v . _ b7C 

HOLLOMAN'S .NOTATION,"! AfcxREE."' H. 3-1-54 


A PERMANENT BRIEF OFTHE PERSONNEL FILE OF SA 


IS ATTAQHEDi- , 




March 9, 1954 


Personal and GoftfMential 


* t, 


n 

(./ - 

iff* Alan It.. Belmont 
Federal Bureau of- Investigation 
Washington, R. C. 


Deaf Belmont: 


Quartz rv /*>. 





1 certainly want to tell you of 
my pleasure with the highly opmmendable, 
over-all handling of the matter involving 
the flattonalt.st Party of Puerto flico and 
with your noteworthy. supervision of the 
project i 


You discharged your numerous 
and heavy '.responOibilitieb with remarkable 
competence * particularly In view of your 
return to duty from an illness.. X am truly 
appreciative of your services ,. which were 
tn'ac.c.o r dance with the Bureau's highest 
traditions.. 



Tolsoo- 
Ladd- 
Nichols mwrf , 
Bejmoot — — 

Harbo ,f, v f 

Rosen - i / 
Tjracy«^ " 
Cfeatty i 
Mohr- 


hBEirh^pJ 


y 


Sincerely yours, 
J. Edgar .Hoove? 


Salutation, per Readiyp. J^o< 

ffiri '5 


„- v W 

ft 

"l i v * V 

MAI Li: J 8 


Sis:jat»»MAD . 

HpUooanlpfrJ IwJJV* 
*Gaod/« ^ n fjf 





■ i tVts 



x . //nj st, •• 


f ;1J 




Ce ^A£fIU)taf0UfJZ • united stateQ^overnment 

to* « :m< BOARMM > J vi^tuarch 0, I ^5 R - ^ 


»o« * 4. ff. BEZU0N2 



SUBJECT: 


NATIONALIST PARTI OF PUERTO RICO (NPPR) 
INTERNAL SECURITY - JV 


Hollo*** i— 1 
Si too , I 


I feel 'that the New York rand Xff hi cagolOffices did an 
excellent job in. parrying out the. program of ' serving subpoenas 
on members of the NPPR on the morning of March 8, 

Jri N'eio York, T know for a. fact that not only SAC 
Kelly i but all of theASACsy partook in the planning , organisa- 
tion and conferences leading up to the successful handling of 
this matter and due. to the number of subjects involved and their 
nature, the. matter did fequtr.e most careful planning • This 
matter . fepeiteA attention at Ne.w York late into the- nighty 
\ilasi wepk particularly, and the ‘last few days' and also on 
sSoturddif^ attj} Jlujiday* On Sunday afternoon the office held. 
tj a cohf erand^.*with the .Agents who were to be assigned to this 
^h&i&Stothnesi with which this went off is the best 
1 gauge of&h&oarpfiir planning and. attention given to the entire 
natter b\f^Nem^Yonk» New York is still attempting to locate 
certain individuals who they kn.ew would be unavailable today 
7 for serving and will continue their efforts, but.thi s -In no 
^ way detraotdzfrom the splendid, efforts they>put forth '■and the 
^ result 8 aohfbved .. 

^ - «JJ ll 

^ Uhtle the Chicago Office had a lesser >probiejh, there 

' too the sarne^ degree of attention was afforded thVs matter by 
SAC Bani'steft^peraonally . and it is apparent that a-great deal of 
time <and ^effo t rt was devoted to the matter in order that the proper 
results would be achieved . 

V - ‘ j 

■SO mc^riy 1 Agent s took part in this maneuver that it 
is simply impossible to congratulate, them all,, except through 

a. U ^ n A n ' 4 


is simply imp os 
the SACi ■ ' 4 ■ . 

RECOMMENDATION : 
. ' 


72 *.< 


**a ! • ^ 

3 recommend that, these offices be congratulated by /f?*t 
lette9&.to tfe fSACs, wHi'Sh ^letters ^should also etpfCss the '■ 
appreciation offithe Director for the Hevotilonlt'b duty and' splendid 
a/for } t ght^fjrtlffloj^the part of .all personify 1 in $hose,\pjf$desQ. 

'<! & * ' * FKJL 


^ _ - > Ji " 


l * 

CC - Administrative Division 



AHBttlo 


0 


0 


UmORMDmi FOR UR » BOA RDM AN 


/ 


The -same situation is true here at the Seat of Government • 

There were a considerable number of Supervisors involved 
who gave hnstintingly of their t,ime and effort • In addition , 
the, entire Front Office of the Divisi on took a personal interest 
in the matter • We have previously sent up a memorandum calling 
attention to the fact that a number of Supervisors worked all 
night and recommending letters of commendation to then ij 
together with a letter of commeruiati on for Section Chief 
Baumgardner j who hot only worked dll night on occasion but 
gave his attention to this matter until the late hours of the 
night practically every night last week • J think our previous 
recommendation will suffice here at the Seat of Government • 



Pt'ii 1 ' 
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Office Memorandum • 

7 JcD 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


* MR. TOLSON 


* J. P. MOHR 


3/15/54 * 


SUBJECT: fj 

# )4 ' 

The Director has inquired as to whether a letter of com- 
mendation was sent to Mr. Belmont for his work on the Nationalist 
Party of Puerto Rico case. 

There is attached a memorandum dated March 8, 1954, wherein 
Mr. Boardman recommended Mr .Belmont for this letter of commendation 
and the Director stated, n I concur in all of the above; Belmont 
did an outstanding job particularly returning as he did from an 
illness. n 

a A letter of commendation went to Mr. Belmont under date of 

JJlfoncft 9, 1954 and a tickler copy is attached. 


Tolsoo- 

Ladd 

Nichols 
Belmont — — 

Cle W 

Glavin- ■ - 

Hatbo 

Rosea ■ 

Tracy 

Gearty 

Mohr- 

Winterrowd — 
Tele. Room — 
Holloman — 
Si zoo ■— 
Miss Gandy-* 
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May 11, 1954 . 

~ ' ~ u , 4 

PEREtiM?' AND COVi^/jSHTIAL 


Mr. -AlahH. Belmont ..„ n+ j nn 
Federal. Bureau of investigation. 
Washington, $* c * * 



P*.CLACr»Ti23 t?l 'fjj^(p'£> OJJH }f \ 

Beat Mr* Belvtdftit? m - ** 

1 have 9i'> en . ®.^|{“ I u ^?ranSd i .Se2a^ tn%u6»it*ir»g 
tions furnished, regarding t^e. nn+ion with respect to- three 
to m' a ^endtandunr’eoo^n^ ^ a^i ^^^ w ho were in 
security in/ornan** l% or ;leSsional Committee hearing 

danger of being exposed & «% n A%li io n for this delinquency , 
and there appears tn^no.^'cw. p e troit Office > or* 

in the first place the te ™ received in your 

- - 

'lTZZle%°in%i S8#& tiV^iny day. *M* 4.J.» 

gpobelti excess ive . 


Tolson — — — - 
Ladd) — *&— 

Nich o’ s _- 

BeltooM-— -~ 

Oeg^— 

GUvitC—*--* 

Hatbo— ^ 

Rosen —fcj— — 

Tracy 

Mohr 

Trotter y.— ^.r 
Viotexrovd «* 
Tete* ftoots« 7 

HolIoSrran^—, 

Miss, Gandy— 


9 t 10 All on nay in*i>r\. There appear saxoj&v 

not reddh me until two d&V?'**..- C Q U xa npt a l&ve,j\been 
satisfactory reasop.why t^e g^estion c ^} 0 / a ^Ae same < 

rtoliei «M the f/f icSriVy »^o«S *!«#• 
day it neceioed ih the J x s/ia21 ea£ec t&o&to see 

of this nature are, intoievaof *.. " s JE ^- 

to it that, they do not recur • * . * 


"♦gOjp^S 


* ' .yVW 

CC: Mr. Bodrdman 

^ 

frlC J mmm " V 


y 

J» Edgar Ho.Qy.iw - . ; 

" I JS'U 5 -, 1 . _ _y, 

John £dgar Hoover'* 
director' 
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*o- 
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l\ i,j- -oil i i r.ussiblf’ "»• s : ■ 1 + • * ,n ^ t 
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'; : ^'it- ^htt a--t Ic 'i shwl » i*- t'vfvn vuf . -.to* t 4" tir»* f 

\ p * *-v*r 4 , r>o..r y h' £\rjtv*c?i ^ * ' , V 

“fact the last , Detroit teletype stated that eL-pa^i lui: 

'handlin', win requests an Tip ■.. rtimon V hy on, of the inforinante 

'.existed. On the original of f.lt r-J «*!";« **? 7 ,w 4 TOM 

notation, "Just what is thisP I 1 t t ’■ <■'•* ^ 

/o.’ /a 'o-s. How did our informants car. - m-u.’" - 

^•r. . ’"i ' I* *- f n' tht ^norandun on z . i ' *’ + i - J " '■ 

+w , fo,-. ««.«} Ha" - i f .-.“’7 o.^.. wi~- ' 


»» t7 

o 1 S 

K - , n* n ' 

taj i d \oa 


•' of a c< i 


• \f the sa' 


X •’ ?r V‘* t 

(>/ i'io? 

. I a>£s'. to 

r^c ^ r 


Clan i * 

.. re.ju. j/.a 

o k 

: t ;£•> 'i it , 


ZytOTi 1 0 vffi$ f c + 
't’Ni 


. rr*. in on* st i o . „ i 

I s . + • **-Ck v 7 1 ' '* * 

’i?io 


na**a7^«z> r . to ;v?usi a .asts /ur ^ ' A 

pa^'wr'zoh should in, 

'that th • .*4o»* i»i *uj i ”of t3 r./.-r to o'* ijinai »e - > t ■■ v \ 

to fin! >'~ui !)'■ 7 ’to’ a/jJrtf +h t auditions h<. 4ii. •* it] 

t?iis u>£:a U'r. roadman n>t Mr. Civ. ion * i«» :c *' j tn ® o J J r : J? VW' 

‘je'if £'ft <•' nunorandum to Mr. Hr 2 "ion jh a J ie-AV. Wm 'flir'iri'nr' 

. w 9 cisenssed by Messrs. Belmont am lov'd* m ana an.in y 

! roaiuci it at ,5 p.m. on Ma'J 6, 1B54. he realist ,hat t.,e 
j . -orandn %/mVsj urgedt, initial ei it for you an 1 ^ > mousse iv with 

. ■' '| T * 1 11 ' -ft ^ .B' -n. 1 
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Ur. Holloman, indicating there ^TinToTTmT^^uld be satisfactory 
Mr'. Clayton said he was of th • V»»jo» ^at you fta d „ 0 t 

/or the Director’s Office to, cx ear — 

$££71 i "t* *. 

».. jyr «^2s*srr_ 

and it was received here at 5:47 p. • r ^ ine whether we should 

Tatter with Mr. Clayton ^reafter todetm* ^ ^ „ cU ared and 

hold it overnight for you ^ T Conversation with Mr. Holloman at the 
Mr. Clayton reminded me of his conve , the / ac t that Mr. Holloman 

time heedntthe »*” ^H^rSd™ 'lithcut A «>•<* **« J,ire0 *' ,r 

“2tn» ^ '■‘ >Id ** / ° r • 

Tou trill recoil ^„ryor»We°Lakr“o"reach 

»“»?»£ all *>e material >«*ad «"* f , ‘ mid explain, 

r — « — - /or 

Mr. Clayton at 11:49 a.m. May f * _ 

j think that the whole J^J^^this^Lmorandum^ It most 
.-there was an initial delay m hal ^\ 9 Iot er than Monday, May 3, 
certainly should have been prepared ™T c ¥oTsOffice on that date. 

1 1954 and it should have }> een ™ T? the incoming teletype as early 
. ur. Belmont's Office had a ^ a nd there was no reason why the 

fas Saturday morning. May 1, 1S54, &een collected and ready to 

. information necessary could no receipt of the Director s in- 

dictate a memorandum ^med % f \ ± appears that the original of ^ ^ 
quiry on Monday, May 3,. 195^. PP 9 office on May 3 at 20.35 a.™. 

teletype me received m Ur. Bo<irdxa office until 2 : 1 S p.n. on Uay 3. 
and me not received in Ur. Selmcot . Offic n u „ t y Thursday, 

It me not received in the Internal Jmuri y ^ in pus mng 

Huy 4, 1954 at S:59 a.m. *« w g ang to be taten 

\thie thing dom the the memorandum prepared and 

\fZ\l7le%iVg U Z e X IVecVcA Office. 

Under the circumstances, I recommend that letter s of 
go forward to Messrs. Boardman, cens Ired /oF^TEe delay in not 

Messrs . Boardman and Be. v'Tmatter w^handled and a memorandum ia the 

^ w °" d w “ j 

necessary to have him do it over. 
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g F.nnmiENDATION 

It is recommended that Messrs. Boardman, Belmont ^and 
I I receive letters of censure in accordance with the 


above . 


y,v 


X d„i 

ui,« C.A -1-6 "TJ<- L i- "■+" 


0 rt n 'll- '■ ,- i f , „ 

» w *\4. f r f 

O-U'W ^ I K/.J 

, , la ')- 1 ^cd * 

^ r I --tr— 
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Office Memorandum • united states governments^ 


TO i The Director 


FROM r 


SUBJECT: 


w 

L, V. Boardman 


jToUoo ^2: 

DATS: May 7, fi%J . 

^ O / *'( GLarift*^ 


nCUSE COMMITTEE OF UU -AMERICA ACTIVITIES 
DETROIT HEARINGS BEGINNING 
MAY 3, 1954 



Tele. Roots. 

Hallomin 
U«M Gandy 


of ovr Tn n ^i r ' SUCnv t0 y °. ur xn struc tions j 1 am subnittino a memorandum 
fCo^J cn <^^on concerning the delay in handling an urgent teletype 
fro.,, the Detroit Office dated April 30 , 1954 . Attached are P 

f/ay% lT^°lTn ia pr . epuT ;i d . by “ r * Baumgardner and Mr. Mohr dated 
bay f, 1954 , concerning this matter . • 


received 


An exam inat.i on 
.b y me from Mr, 


original teletype reflects that 




of th e 

. . Tolson 

did not jzeach Mr. B^ lmon-k 
f I have'yt is cuss ed th is r>a ttcr ~h t 

DirtAA P ra **}ee ajri-that time was, on observing a notation of the 
Rector to immediately notify the Division required t c tike AA „ 

' i n C / lWi0r S nofrtim and instruct expedite handlinc. A 3 - 5 
tha+ -thAVAl J - £ n(J . ma21y P la -zed on said communis ;iion to th -» effect 
VA' AA° DxxoXOn ln <l^e'tion.was advised . Mr. Sisco does r.ot 
specif ically recall that Belmont 's Division ras caller’ on this 

P A n l C AA r \ U l 0/ b+1 fel* that it A U A recc'lesiicn 

advis e^A? A A Se h Ve< % A lS • te2et bpe, there leas a notation, " Sisoo 
devised, in v he handprinting of Mr. Scatterday . 

opinion C i esir A le a ^istrctive procedure in my 

« r ] icn j ar *d h <s since been discontinued with the instruction that 

KllZlfl ***'**">0' .t ** nU ttf.fc-;$frUUf hai 

be iAidl tlll AA GbSe T a f0r ant/ r/?aso ^ "ese matters ere to 
A.1 ™AAA * 0U °' r ny °'ff ice > Mr. o C aiter'\j is to m-ke 

appropriate novations end subsequently advise me concernin', +A 

.^vement of said mail. I feel that this colnuniAATon, Ad ot Ars 
w lLfe^ keen Permitted to remain in my office for t~>o Ion " a ~f 

* '“ no 1 331 *'*^9 drastic, steps to eliminate an % such bitslene^s. 

¥' •/ ' 

$’* 7o*v 


After the teletype 'was deceived ct 


May 


>£&?* 

r T 


-• „ ^ , w \ t Z ^ 4CT^c?H/cru <JV 2il2 i\\ 

un An ii^inA “V 3 " i t ^rjrenT.ly didmt leave hiso 

WTTf'7' nr/ s i' ed \ nv ° f ' ie , Znt'rnal'Security Section nt 6:59 
~ have ms i'ructed\J\^2m^r t to * insure -xotters^ 

office rti* 
cfc* * ** .jr? ^ f 


-i have ms truo'ted\S^^litipr i t>t) 'i 1 

re l u irir i&j *fec ial attention move t through his o 
uirmg ..is absence to freoj^ude the same typs of bottb&fte* 


P *r 

♦« 3 

'/v v/#- 


h itechment 

jl vn;,:itJ 


V C 






SENT DIRECTOR 


j* 


3«asfc« 





a 




r r« 2 Xr r S 3 ? e 2 * J ;*'" 


ISJS5? 3f^3SSSs**"*^*S" '•*'■ «•* 

*» «» » <Ul my 0/ k ff SSf.' M be OMS “ r * <i /<”• **• May 

& 

RECOMMENDATION i 


be 

b7C 


Id j It is recommended that Messrs* Belmont I I „ j 

|io.rd B a n r*c e( „* ./ M , me *; i, ^£ 8 L Wwi£ 



t 
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RECEIPT FOR GOVERNMENT PROPERTY 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


4/ / 'j/si 


, returned 

I certify that I have fa neabre* the following 


Government property f,or official use: 

t 

Manual # 16 — Handbook for Personnel Assistants 
and Counselors . 




READ 

The Government property which you hereby acknowledge 
is charged to you and you, are responsible for taking 
. care of it and returning it when its use has been 
completed. DO NOT MARK OR WRITE ON IT OR MUTILATE IT 
IN ANY WAY. 



:?7 

S'6 7954 




March 2&, 1954 


ORGANIZATIONS DESIGNATED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES PURSUANT TO EXECUTIVE ORDER 10450 


Abraham Lincoln Brigade 

Abraham Lincoln School , Chicago , Illinois 
Action Committee to Free Spain Now 

Alabama People f s Educational Association ( See Communist 
Political Association) 

American Association /or Reconstruction in Yugoslavia, Inc, 
American Branch of the Federation of Greek Maritime Unions 
American Christian Nationalist Party 

American Committee for European Workers f Relief (See Socialist 
American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born Workers Party) 
American Committee for the Settlement of Jews in Birobidjan, Ind ,, 
American Committee for Spanish Freedom , 

American Committee to Survey Labor Conditions in EuYope 
American Committee for Yugoslav Relief, Inc, 

American Council for a Democratic Greece , formerly known as 
the Greek American Council; Greek American Committee 
for National Unity 

American Council on Soviet Relations ‘ 1 - - 

American Croatian Congress ' *■-- 

American Jewisji Labor Council ' " 

American League Against War and Fascisfn - - * '• ^ * - 

American League for Peace and’ Democracy 

American Lithuanian Workers Literary Association (also known 
as Amerikos Lietuviu Darbininku Literaturos Draugijaf 
American National Labor Party • r •' * 

American National Socialist League 
American Natiqnal Socialist Party 
American Nationalist Party 
American Patriots, Inc, 

American Peace Crusade 
American Peace Mobilisation 
American Poles for Peace 
American Polish League 
American Polish Labor Council 

American Rescue Ship Mission (a project of the United 
American Spanish. Aid. Committee ) 

American~Russian Fraternal Society 

American Russian Institute , t New York, also known as’ the 
American Russian Institute for 'Cultural Relations with 
the Soviet Union * 

American Russian Institute; Philadelphia 
American Russian Institute of' Safi Francisco 

American Russian Institute of Southern California, £os Angeles 



Q P 

American Slav Congress 
American Women for Peace 

American Youth Congress * . r . - * 

American Youth for democracy - 

Armenian Progressive League’ of America 
Associated Klans of America 

Association of Georgia Flans . . i ; . . i.i. . * 

Association • of German Nationals .( R.ei'chsdeutsche Ye re, ini gung ) 
Association of Lithuanian Workers . . • 

( also known, as .Lie'tuviu darbininku Susivienijimas) r 
Aus land- Organisation der NSBAP, Overseas Branch of Nasi 'Party 
Baltimore Forum , 

Black dragon. Society. • . *. * , 

Boston School for -Marxist Studies, Boston,, Massachusetts 
Bulgarian 'American Peopled League of 'the United States .of 
America. ' . - 

B'ridges-Rob.ertson-ScM defense C.ommittee \ 

California Emergency defense Cojnmiitee' 

'California* Labpr School , Inc,, 321 divisd'dero Street, 

Saif Francisco f California • ' » 

Cgrpath.d-Russian People's Society . 

Central Council of, .American A7omen of Croatian des c.enf, . 

' Also 'knows as ^Central ‘Council of American Croatian Women, , 

' National Council of Croatian Women, 

Central Japanese Association (Beikoku. Chuo Nipp on-fin. Ka i) 
Central Japanese Association of Southern California 
Central Organisation of the ■ Germgn-Americah ■. National 
Alliance (deutsche-Amerikanische Einheitsffont) 

Cervantes Fraternal, Society; - ' _ . 

China Welfare i Appeal? Inc, - 

Chopin Cultural Center . 

Cit.isens Committee to Free Earl Browder , 

CitisSns Committee for Harry Bridges . ■ . ... - 

Citisens Committee of the Upper West Side t (New York Pity-) 
Citisens Emergency defense Conference 
Citizens Protective League , . 

Civil Rights Congress and its aff iliated organisations,. t 
including : 

Civil Rights Congress for Texas . it 

Veterans Against discrimination of Civil Rights " 
Congress of New York 

Columbians \ - 

Comite Coordinador Pro Republica Espanola ■ 

Committee to Aid the Fighting ; Spilth ... 

Committee for Constitutional Arid 'Political Freedom. . 

Committee to defend Marie Richardson 
Committee for the defense of , the Pittsburgh .Six 
Committee for a democratic. Far Eastern Policy. 

Comm it tee- rfo r—Na t i-onalisi-Aciion^^ --- - — «*= — - 

Committee for the Negro in the Arts' . 

Committee for Peace and Brotherhood Festival in Philadelphia 
Committee for the Protection of the Bill of Rights- 
-Committee- to' Uphold, the Bill of Rights 
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Committee 1 ' for World jfouth Friendship and , Cultural Exchange 
Commonwealth College^ Mena, Ark’ansa's 

Communist Party, U • S* A\, its subdivisions , subsidiaries 
and affiliates • ' 

Communist Political Association , its subdivisions, subsidiaries, 
and affiliates, including Y 

Alabama People's Educational Association 
Florida Press and Educational League 

Oklahoma League for Political Education * ' ' " 

People *s Educational and Press Association of Texas 
Virginia League for People *s Education - 
\ Congress of American Revolutionary Writers 

Congress of American Women 

Connecticut Committee to Aid Victims of * the Smith Act- 
Connect i cut State Youth Conference r 
Council ,on> African Affairs. , 

Council of Creek Americans 
Council for Jobs, Relief and Housing 
Council for Pan- American Democracy- 
Croatian Benevolent Fraternity 

Dai Nippon Butoku Kai X Military . Virtue Society of Japan 
; or Military Art Society- of Japan) * - ' 

! Daily Worker Press Club ' - . » 

Daniels Defense Committee ' ‘ t 

Dante Alighieri Society (between 1935 and 1940)' - l - 

Dennis Defense Committee ’ * ' ' J , ~ ' 

Detroit Youth Assembly 1 , - ' „ 

Emergency Conference to Save Spanish Refugees (founding - 
body of the North American Spanish Aid Committee) 

Families of' the Baltimore Smith Act Victims' \ 

Families of the Smith Act Victims „ - * 

Federation of Italian War Veterans in the if* S, A,,, 

(Associazione Nazionale CombatHehti Italiani, „ 

Federazione degli Stati Uniti d 'America) V , 

Finni3hrAmej'Icfln .Mutxtal Atd Society _ * ' • 

Florida Press' and Educati&nai League (See Communist _ 

Political Association) \ 

Frederick Douglass Educational Center. 

: Freedom Stage, Inc*. 

Friends of the New Germany (Freunde des Neueh Deutschldnds) 
Friends of the Soviet Union 
Garibaldi American Fraternal Society . 
i. George Washington Carver School* New York City 

\ German-? American Bund (Amerikadeutscher Vqlksbund) 

German- American Republican . League ~ . 

German- American Vocational League 1 (Deutsche-Amerikanische 
Berufsgemeinschaft) 

Harlem Trade Union Council 
Hawaii Civil Liberties Committee 
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lie inn 3 ka Kai , also known, as Nokubei Heieki Gimiisha Ka i > 

-Zai.be 1 Nihon jin , Heiyak'u. Gimusha, Kai, and Zaibei HeiMusha' . 

Kai .(Jg.pg.nese residing ~ in America Military Conscripts 
Association) ~ 

HelienicrAmericqn Brotherhood . , ' ' 

Hino'de Kai (imperial Japanese Reservists) ^ . 

Hinomdru Kai (Rising Sun Flag. Society d group of. .Japanese 
War -‘Veterans) '* ' - 

ffokubei Zaigo Shoke Ban (North American Reserve Officers 
Association) . 

Hollywood Writers Mobilisation for Befepse' , . 

Bungarian-American. Council for Bemo'crqcy 
Hungarian Brotherhood 
independent .Socialist League 

Industrial Workers of the’ World' ~ . . . 

international Labor Befense ‘ 

International Workers Order > its subdivisions^, subsidi'ar i r e‘s ^ 
and affiliates , 

Japanese Association of America - 

Japanese Overseas £. Central Society (Kaigdi Bobo Chuo Kai) , 

Japanese Overseas Convention , Tokyo,. Japan , 1940 . , 

Japanese Protective Association (Recruiting . Organisation ), 

Jefferson School of Social Science , New York. .City - 

Jewish Culture Society 

Jewish People 's Committee - 

Jewish People's Fraternal Order 

Jikyoku Iinkai (The Committee for the Crisis) 

Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee ■- Committee. 

Joint Council. 0 fiProgr^es si ve Ztjdliqn- Americans * J. 'nf, 

Joseph Weydemeyer Jlchool of Social Science , St, Louis,, 

Missouri ' ... 

Kibei Seinen Kai (Association of U, S, Citisehs of Japanese 
Ancestry who have returned to America after studying in Japan) 
Knights of the White Camellia - . , 

Ku Klux Klan ' 

Kyffhaeuser > also known as Kyffhdeuser, league (Kyffhaeuser, „ 
Bund), Kyffhdeuser Fellowship (Kyffhaeiiser Kameradschaft) [ , 
Kyffhaeuser War Relief (Kyffhde u s e.rjKr i e gs h i Ifsibe rk) 

Labor Council for Negro Rights ' ~ 

Lab or* Research Association,. Inc • 

'Labor Youth League ‘ * . 

League of American Writers ^ • ... , 

Lict.or Society (Italian Black-Shirts)- 
Macedonian-Americqn People 's .League 
Mario Morgantini Circle , . , 

Maritime Labor < Committee, to Befend *Al Ldnnoh • 

Massachusetts Minute Women for Peace' 

Maurice Braverman Befense Committee * 


. 4 - 



o o 

Michigan Civil Rights Federation 
Michigan School, of Social , Science 

Nanka Teikoku Gunyudah (imperial Military Friends. Gr'.oup 
or Southern California War Veterans).', 

National Association of M ex ^P an -Americans ' (also known as " 
Asocia.cion. Nacional Mexico-r Americana) ^ 

National Blue Star ^otfiers of ' America (not. to , be confused. ..with 
the Blue Star Mothers of America organised in February 1942) 
National Committee for the Defense of Political Prisoners 
National Committee for Freedom of the Press „ ’ : 

National Committee to Win the' Peace 

National Conference on American Policy in China and the - 
Far East (a conference called • by the .Committee for a 
Democratic Far Eastern Policy) . , 

National Council of Americans, of Croatian Descent 
National Council ofAmertcan-Soviet Friendship 
National Federation for Constitutional, Liberties. 

National Labor Conference- for Peace- 

National Negro Congress ■ . ’ 1 . 

National’ Negro Labor Council - 4 - 

- Nationalist Action League ' . " 

•Nationalist Party, of .Puerto Rico 
Nature Friends of America (since 1935) 

Negro Labor Victory Committee . 

New Committee for Publications 

Nichibei Kogyo Kaisha (The Great. Fujii The.dire.) 

North American Cgmmitt.ee rbo^Aid Spanish Democracy 
North American Spanish Aid Committee 

North Philadelphia Forum / ' \ „ , 

Northwest Japanese Association , 

Ohio School .’ of Social Sciences - , 

„ Oklahoma Committee to.- Defend . MoJLi tied 1 Prisoners 
Oklahoma League f’or jPofitXcal ' Education .(See Communist 
Political Association) ... 

Original Southern Elans > Incorporated. ,, „ ■ • 

Pacific Northwest Labor School, Seattle,, Washington i . 

Palo Alto Peace Club ’ ' ' " 

Partido 'del Pueblo of Panama (operating fn the .Canal Zone)- 
Peace Information Center .. . 

Peace Movement of Ethiopia 
People’s Drama-, Inc* 

People ’ s Educational: Association^ (incorporated under name 
Los Angeles Educational Association, -Inc*)', a.i so. known- as. 
People ’ s Educational Center, People ’s ifniversity , 

People’s School ' ' 

People ’ s Educational and Press Association of Texas , 

People ’s Institute of Applied Religion 
People’s Radio Foundation, Inc • * • 

Philadelphia Labor Committee for Negro Right's 
Philadelphia School or Social Science and Art 
Photo League (New York City) 

Political Prisoners ’ Welfare Committee 
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Polonia Society Pf the IWO , ’ * ^ - 

Progressive Gerntan-Ameri can’s ? a£so f khowh as Prpgr'ea’s fve ; 

‘ .GervUtn-MerTcaiis ■ <oifi '-cA-ida-go' ' - . _ 

Proletarian .Party of .America, ' : * . » 

Protestani/War Veterans Of'^the United States? Iris* 
Provisiqndl Committed of Citi'sens for' Peace ?^ Southwest Area * 
Puerto rri que hot Un i'dos (Puerto- Ricans United ) * 

Q^d‘'Vityf i Cqmiit'’tte.e for * Pegc’e _ ‘ , 

Revolutionary Workers League'’ 

Romanian- Aker i can Fraternal 'Society - 

Russian American Society,. Inc»,- 

Sakura Kdi ( Patriotic Society, or Cherry Assbci'dtibifr- 
composed of vSterdns of Russo-Japanese War) 

Samuel. Adams School, Boston, Massdchusett's 
Santa Barbara Peace Forum ’ . - - , ^ 

Schgppes Defense Committee t 1 * - ^ 

Schneiderman-Larcf Defense .Committee ■ " 1 ‘ 

School of Jewish Studies? New York City 

Seattle Labor School? Seattle, Washington'..' ^ 

Serbian- American Fraternal Society * - - T 

Serbian Vidovdgn Council "f" ^ 

Shinto Temples " ** *. 

Silver Shirt Legion of America ... . *1 ' 

Slavic Council of Southern California ' “ ' ~ ' . 

Slovak Workers Society . ^ * . 

Slovenian- Anieri.cgri National ^Council” . r \ t 

Socialist Workers " Party’, including American ' Committee.- ; 

for European Iforkers* Relief' - ^ ["*■- 

Socialist Youth League *' V ’ - 1 * 

Sokoku. Kai (Fatherland Society) ' ' . v • » ■ ' 

Southern Negro Youth Congress 
Suiko Sha. (Reserve Officer# 

Tom Paine School of ' Social Science, Philadelphia? Penney Ivan 
Tom Paine Schb'ol of .Westchester? hew York - e ^ 

Tri— State’ Negro Trade Union ^Council 
Ukrainian- American Fraternal Union - 

Union of American Srogtians 

Union of New York Veterans , ' . 

United American Spanish Aid Committee 

United Committee of Jewish Societies and Landsma nschdft 
Federations, also’ known as Coordination Committee of f 
Jewish Landsmans chaf ten 'and Fraternal Orga h i 'za t ib hs- 
United Committee of South Slavic Americans 
United Harlem ’Tenants.’ and' ’dqhsumdrs ’ Or^ntsdtFon^ 

United May Lay Committee 

United Negro and Allied ■Veierqnsbf America * 

Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln -Brigade 


j 

r 


icr 
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Veterans Against Discrimination of Civil Rights Congress 
of New York ( See Civil Rights Congress) 

Virginia League for People ' s Education (See Communist 
Political Association) 

Voice of Freedom Committee 

Walt Whitman School of Social Science , Newark , New Jersey. 
T/ashington Bookshop Association 

Washington Committee to Defend the Bill of Rights 
Washington' Committee for Democratic Action 
Washington Commonwealth Federation 
Washington Pension Union 

Wisconsin Conference on Social Legislation 
Workers . Alliance (since App.il 1936) 

Workers Party > including Socialist Youth League 
Yiddisher %ultur Fqrband 
Young Communist League 

Yugoslav- American -Cooperative Home , Inc» 

Yugoslav. .Seamen *8 Club, Inc» 
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CERTIFICATE 


O 

ALAN H. BELMONT 

Name (Please~type or print) 


DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE 
Office or Division 


!♦ Are you now or have you ever been a member of, contributed to, 
affiliated or associated with, any organization listed on the 
attachment to this cert-ificate ? 


NO 

Answer "Tee" or "No" 


2* If your answer is "Tes" state the name of the organization, dates 
of membership and extent of participation . An explanation re - 
« garding membership in any of these organizations may be attached 
hereto on a separate sheet of paper, if you desire to explain the 
circumstances of your membership . 

Name Address From To Office Held 


CERTIFICATION 


I hereby certify, that the above information is correct and complete to 
the best of my knowledge and belief . I make this statement with the 
understanding that it will be used by the Department of Justice in 
carrying out the provisions of Executive Order 10450 and with knowledge 
that any false statement or omission of material fact may be sufficient 
cause for my dismissal or rejection of my application, and, further, 
may be cause for punishment as a violation 
1001, Title IQ, U. S . Code . 



of law including Section 


I 


1954 




(Usual Signature 
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UNTIED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
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22^ 2954 


PEUnONAL AND CONEfflENTIAL 


Tolsori— 

Ltdd^ 

Nichols^. 

Belwont- 

GUvitu~. 

Ha^bo™- 

Ro^co— 

Tfacy 

Mohf, 


Tcocter ^ 
Wjrtterrowd _ 
Tclc^Hooo,^. 
Holloman. — ^ 
Miss Gaadjr* 
/ 

It 


0 


Mr, Alan tf*. Belmont 

federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, P, 


cfi 



Pear Mr, Belmont: 


I have carefully reviewed and considered your 
memorandum' of explanation with respect to the erroneous, 
statement contained in a summary memorandum submitted 
by *bhe Ponestic Intelligence Pivision on May 11, 1954, 
regarding current problems in connection with cases of 
suspected espionage at fort Monmouth, Mew Jersey, and 
the federal Telecommunications laboratories, Nutley, 
New- Jersey, As you know the summary in question stated 
that the. Army had failed to furnish certain. Photostats 
to the PBX whereas the true situation was that because 
the Army delayed in preparing the necessary Photostats 
our Neva' fork Office was instructed to assist in thip 
project and did so* 

While I realise .that the summary memorandum 
in question was. a condensation of a considerable amount 
of material,, this factor is no excuse for the glaring 
error which occurred since conciseness in presentation 
cannot justi ry a failure to present the true facts. 
Accordingly >• J shall expect you to issue the jiecessary 
instructions to. your subordinates to take gr^tsjft pains 
in preparing such memoranda so -that in the; fti turns* thCy- 
Will be entirely accurate as well as brUmfs^r' 


1 




Very trulfy*$pufif, 
E» Edgar 

, .vs t a**‘*tsr. . , inaww*®* 84 ; ' ; 

t P I - ^ John fdgar SowM ir 

1, -;iW »***p_.. 

Jiptggs J , .... „ . / L 

CCt MvCfiEToardman (Persdhhl A ttenfiori ) ^ 4 f 

\/ r i 

A 







**YANOAftO FORM MU C4 


O jp 

Office Memorandum • united states go ve&nmje 

ifr. L • 7. Boardman 


to 


FXOM 


rOBJECT: 


•ft 

DATE: June 2, 29^4 





GUvifcl 
lli|fo — . 

* • J _ 

if.&S,- 


Fr* .4. F. 


COMMUNIST PARTY, USA - Brie/ , w * 

(Prosecution of Additional Communist t-KZs 4 
Functionaries Under the Smith Act - New Hav^k) 

Internal Security - C ‘ "" 

FBI File 100-3-74-32 


On Saturday, May 29, 1954, seven functionaries of 
the Communist Pmpty of Connecticut were arrested simultaneously 
on the basi3 of. complaints and warrants charging conspiracy to 
violate the Smith Act of 1940 . Seven of the 3 ubject 3 were 
arrested in Connecticut by New Haven Agents and three were 
arrested in New York by New York and New Haven Agents . The 
three arrested iji New York were members of the Connecticut State 
Communist Party '■Board arid two of them have been operating for 
sometime in the party's underground apparatus . Thus , these 
arrests have dealt a smashing blow to the operation of the 
Communist Party in Connecticut. 

The successful completion of this operation demanded 
the closest cooperation and teamwork between the New Haven and 
New York Offices and likewise necessitated long hours of planning 
and preparation by personnel of both offices. The entire Agent 
personnel and most of the clerical personnal of the New Haven 
Office as well as a large squad of New York Agents were used in 
this operation which toot place over a long holiday week end. 

All personnel involved gave freely of their time to afford the 
mgticulcus attention essential to the excellent results achieved. 

. Z 

V The Special Agents in Charge of the New Haven and New 
Ydrk Offices have recommended that a general letter of commenda - 
ti & * be given by the Bureau to these offices for the success of 
this, apprehension program. Both Special Agents in Charge point 
out hat i f,n view of the large number of employees involved and the 
excellent' pork done by all of them, it is not possible to single 
*f ^out twj/ one employee for individual commendation. 

RECOMMENDATIONS .- 


Mohr- 
t|n(effo*u 
Roo* 
fUUonin 
'ilOO*- 

«v*» 


& 

\ The Domestic Intelligence Division concurs in the 
• recommendation of the Special Agents in Ifliarge of the New Haven 
and N&w York Offices. It is recommended tml^fbhis memorandum b 
forwarded to the^Adirtnistratiu# Division in order. <bha,t these 
letters of comwe^dd^orf] lia^lB&Hp^pared. 

' ' T | 4 * " v., 
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2. It is further recommen ded that a le tter of commenda- 
tion be directed to Stenographer | | of the Domestic 

Intelligence Division who worked long hours and gave freely 
of her time both before and during this operation including a 
portion of the long holidaij week end and who performed the 
stenographic and clerical duties assigned to her in an excellent 
manner • 
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June 8; 2954 


Tolsbn 

U*f 

Nichols 
Belmont 
Cle«: 
GUvit 


• .0 


Personal and. Confidential 




Mr. Alan B. Belmont 
Federal Bureau * 0 / Investigation 
Washington,. -D. C. , 


Dear Belmont I 


CY &U 3 .MW 4 ! 

; . 0 « ^ 

1 v 



* I am . faking this. opportunity to „ < 
.commend you fojr -t/*e very . splendid fashion . 
id which p'ou directed the receht .piresi.s ' 
in. the New Bapen and Neu >■ York Divisions of 
a <humb$r'Qf_Qgimunist Part,y Functionaries 
hnde-r the: Smiih Aof* • “ 

- ; Y.out effective sjfp (erpisidn and 
coordination. 6jf' this^opdratiSfi.in the tiod>'. 
divisions. >d?e ceridihiy^ noteworthy and T 
want. yo.u.to fcnouK I ani most gpprectqHve.i 

■ - + ■ \'jtt * 3 . 

i ■ ■ 

* 

: I 4 ’JsSKSBft 

’ i ' t ,ae 

. V 

v . . 
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June 14 i 1954 




Personal and Gonfmential 


0 


Ilf. ‘Alan ff. Belmpnt 
federal Bureau of: Investigation 
Washington, D'. G. LcCLi?- 

Oil 


>» . - i to 



----- i 


D^or Belmont.* 


. It ts again my pleasure, to commend 

you for the splendid work which has recently 
' been performed in the Domestic Intelligence 
Division concerning the investigations and 
apprehensions of a number of members of . the 
Nationalist Party ■ of Puerto 1?tco. 

I did not want the occasion to 
pass, without telling you of my appreciation 
for ' your admirable direction of this operation • 

Sincerely yours,, 

J» Edgar- Hoover 


LRHirk 






Salutation per Redding. Room. 


Tplsoa- 


Ud<L 

Nichols*. 
Belmont* 
Clegg — 
Glavin— 


Harfco - 
Rosen. ■■■■ ■■■ 

Triry. 

Mohr - 

Trotter^ ^ 

Wioterrowd H 
Tele. Room*. 
Holloman — 
Miss Gandy - 
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’mAIIed T 


JUN16 1954. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO «jW?. X, F. BOARDMAN 
M com ttfR. J7. BE 




DATE: June IS, 1954 



SUBJECT -JPINKERTON NATIONAL DETECTIVE AGENCY, INC.} 
MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION CONCERNING ; 
POSSIBLE LEAF OF SECURITY INFORMATION 
FROM FILES OF NEW YORK OFFICE 
(62- New) 


Tol *03 — 

Ladd 

Nichols. 
Bttsont- 
CUit* — 
GUvift— ~ 

Htrbo — 
Roin m 

Wcy — 

Gctrtjr — 

MoKr 

VioltftO*d — 
Tele. Room 
Holtottso — 
Sitoo. 

Miss Gstdy 


fh. ft 


... I 


Reference is made -to my memorandum to you of June 14, 1954, 
which reflected that information had probably been furnished from 
FBI files in New York to the Pinkerton National Detective Agency 
concerning Thamel p. Thamel, the subject of a security case . The 
Bureau was originally advised of this matter by letter from the 
Indianapolis Office dated June 2. 195 4. y 

The Director asks to be advised (l) why the Indianapolis 
Office delayed in forwarding this information to the Bureau and 
i/("/ vthat was the cause of the delay in handling this matter in the 
V Domestic Intelligence Division. 

With respect to the Director's first question the 
Indianapolis Office advised by teletype dated June 12, as follows. 

/ * 

The Bureau was originally advised of this matter by letter 
from the Indianapolis Office dated June 2, 1954. SA Dudley SJfHorth 
of the Fort Wayne Indianapolis Residence Agency rece ived the • 
information set forth in the Indianapolis letter to the Bureau of 
June 2, 1954, on the afternoon of Wednesday M ay 26, 1954. SA North 
reviewed the enclosures and could not~ de ie rmihe ^She "data therein 
actually came from a Bureau source since he did not have the Indianapolis 
file and had no specific knowledge of the content of the New York file. 

He felt the logical approach was to forward the information by letter 
to the Bureau with all the enclosures since it could not be resolved 
without comparison of the enclosures with the information contained in 
the files at the Bureau and at the New York Office. He did not feel 
iUi~phpn e call to Me^JMSfingpolis Office wo uld restive tffie.^m atje'r 
since it would - ' be necessary to send "Iffie enclosures to the Bureau in 
order that it oould be determined whether the data actually came from 
the Bureau or from some other agency having access to Bureau reports. 

SA Horth prepared a rough draft letter in the Fort Wayne Resident 
Agency which was completed on the morning of May 2? and mailed this 
rough draft letter and the enclosures to the Tndinnnpni-t* on 

May 27. ■ 1 
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Numbered „ 

Jr-* 


at Jy. 

SkL-- 
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The rough draft letter prepared by SA Eorth together vith 
tjj n&Wft#d by 8vpsroiser Horn# A* ling of 

the Indianapolis Office on the early naming jun» s iojm «k. 

SSffiBfSV", "«‘*j '**«?« 

te the beet of Supervisor Ktng's re collection. The 

Ai lAJItl tk’P IIhiI 9 1 J 1 A tm , > . 


m .T m.* , ^ v «/ Jte|f 31 inUmned bitween the wiling of the rouoh 

ttJWJT «f po ®/ or * ««* nwfpl #/ tftot rouj* dro/t letter 
in the Indianapolis Off tee and the subsequent routing of the natter 
to Supervieor mg for approval before final typing* Supervieor King 

Wtentofthe rough draft letter and M enclosures and 9 
, , the rough draft and the enclosures to SAC Blaylooh uho me 

££!?? %L*?!Z **t*S **** ***** /** ttotburg, Indiana, 

!&* • fl 5y{ l w f t J» m omrted a* 9 t 00 A.M, on Wednesday June 2, 
JJft WS Mayloek emnined tkp content and initialed the rough 

^proving it for typing and fomrdkg to the Bureau. . 

JJ* ******! *" d ** enclcaurai nere typed in final fern and sent to 
the Bureau on June 2, mi. v w 

Jnperaliar Xing noshed the file on security subject 

* m there nere no Indication* in t*« MUnmitu 
file that the Ben Tofk Off too had ever received copies of roport/on 
Thaucl, tfaperoUor King and SAC Blaylooh both felt that only the 
**“!* molw *** question oehoerning the source of the data 
-.**** the Bureau could not do eo viLuthaJL 
/® r ronparison purposes} therefore it me 
•£J** pAo ?* 00j i 1* th * *»«« wottld be Of no asetotanoe since the 
^T t L J 2 t n / ed *f 9 ! lclmn f Won on analyeie avoid be uade. 

l9i ?t tranefttting the omloeum to m Bureau 
appeared to be the noat logical procedure, 

* .. W$ Blaylooh indicated that the delay /ran Van 26 ike date 
SA Borth received the info notion to June 2 the date the letter and 
enoloeuree mn formrdod to the Bureau me due primrily to the 
immningwehend and holiday on May 31, the delay in postal service 
frou Port Payne to Indianapolis which points have no- dinot train * 
******* "* tlu oongevtiph of uail received in the Indianapolis office 
over the long mehsnd which had to be processed on Tuesday June 1, 1954, 

m Blaylock stated Shat SA Berth acted in a reasonably 
** n f r h forwarding the enclosures to the Indianapolis mtoe 
and^paraleor King ms promt in advising htu (SAC Maniac*) as soon 
"g;*!£ r ****** PW** attention-. SAC Blaylooh re contended Z 

min * * lum m ****** «** at* 


li 



SAC Blaylock stated that he »® 

mi m mtmtm im * •«* ■«**»« mpmrnw P* *» **"*• 

T aarn with SAC Blaylock «•* m flnd ^ n ^£H 

&2%&« «<** *» «.*r .*.»«.» "«•*<»* « ?"««’ I(0 * * 

fn/ctipotlon /poI .#• Duma's files* 

Lxt. * 0 the Director's request to be advised of any 

delay in h!2W?M» miter in the Dmstie Intelligence Division 
I with to advise os follow. 

The June 2 letter from the Indianapolis Office wM^Bpe* 

agSsSSSSSW^ 

sszzzz 

uat earns fron the FBI or from sow other agency to men m mgm 

si«sis t ? 

S&’SS*?*^ ISn^Vm •»«*« 

?S« “«S»W« tftow® *»**• « *• mttmn* 

J MfJ™ °n vm .f* .Ai. * nu nnA it mi not until 


S.Ti&TS ^SSlW-h ST5» «<&rtr 

toJioated the leak 0 / infonation to the Fi nkerton Detective Agency 
{ad cone from the Bern fork Office. 

mn de to m in ing this SupervitOr\Z — — 
miter vM Joseph A* MW™ SuperM** g $?*» Of ***£?;£!£* 
rod Correlation Desk in the iUeU 

ionoerhed the manner in which the natter should h? hondl . 


b6 


b6 
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igffio ihis motif r 

rttwlJ Wt* **!• *JJJ*ij* M W »•* %‘i' ijwrfiiit W* «» 

and he atncer«ly Swiften* **/**■•£?[ *L2 w4»1** 

ssa*? ssj liMT."-' * 
siw?-& * w. #»«*• „ „ 

(d ictot ioa .^® |j ntf + 0 tie /ielJ ° n ^ miter id tfcd 

Ineceeeory 8 hottld have tawdlotely brj J * attention by 

' bob reoliMe, that * {EXy »hen it w* wi ^,X* !*%• eo ond will 

^ < ‘» oiPRl * Toe’o/ o S Sti« e/ *M» BOtter ‘ 
s “ perui /i7rnr*here i« no recurrence of 
be. careful f/o attention of 

Mr. »*• o/ternoon o/ Triday 

um * * - * *"■ 



ffCOi 


tp^TIOlfSt nttiee be censured 

V "l* f*u « fS ‘iwfrtW If M* 

the Obeplote neoeeeitj /»J Mch Seated o possrtie 



* 




^EaSS^sSSB.*- 

L first received it f» JW* 4 > 


(S) That Supervisor in Sharpe JoaepH^iJ ^ th * 



3SS MUSIWM T 'iSS SB 





ABDSNDUVl Jtm& IS , 1954 LVBtWUJ 

The Pinkerton Report nhioh bm /ora°ni«d n^ltb^of 

S23TS--SSW “ 

irfullt ’»Ut > o %/ltUnVton Tf the *«*<!«>* 

Borth at Tort Wayne, preemably 

Pp j Fnvthnr. -the Pinkerton Report on page one tefleete 

eentaet h^i^rtnUfllyee S. J. f- ^^UVV^teVh," 
of the FBI on Uaroh IS, 19Si, that 

thU Te’IuulheoV thV file.' 

. n*iSr1.“ UleXnYhif ?uh%. lettePinkerton Age nay. 

Mo ttA indicate poeeihl. uUeontuot °*?°JZ\/tr£eba4 

mlZlU^tho^artTfy/^ 

%TtTrX:^ 

the above knowledge, A Resident Agent snoux nfftoial 

superior ITeTZVio^e MX* 44gtt.? SS 

*3S; ,f ff • 

J consider thts extremely poor judgment and feel thto *gen 


Supervisor toward Ari»* 0 / the Jndlanapo2is 0//<oe 

^nfoTkZX S£ 
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o/ 54(7 Blaylool r* X recommend no action as to Supervisor 
King • 


54(7 Blaylock at the time the matter was brought to his 
attention was apparently getting ready to go to the scene of a 
bank robbery . I still feel that he exercised extremely bad 
judgment in the natter in his failure to recognise the necessity 
for immediately notifying the Bureau • I recommend censure and 

probation • le.pKoiv*'^^ 


be 




i 

i 

* 


Supervisor 


Iwas cognisant of this 

June 4, 1954 , and made 


situation from shortly after lSt33 - — , , — 

r»o notification to his superior until the late * afternoon of 
Thursday $ June 10, 1954 • Sis failure to recognise the dangerousness 
of the material in his possession indicates a complete lack of 
administrative ability • I, therefore , recommend his removal 
from supervisory duties • 
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be 


I ~f*> *» tTen ImfUUlV 

m3 ^kmzmrnr' 

l£&£ TJvaXVnis continue d in 

ffhorpe. X recommend he be relieve d 0/ this duty. 


f 




jL A <*■'"' ^ 


Aocordina to Belmont* a memorandum Baum'ydrdner immediately 

*fS? 

H "^^'Sy^TS^^^VaSr 

#*& **• i, “’ ,8 ‘ o " psmtts 
a situation 0/ this hind to develop . 


rYi 


'I 


Boa* dm an 
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June, 17 , 2954 


PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL 


ifr» Alan N* Belmont 

Federal Bureau, of Investigation 

Washington, D* C * . 


Dear Ur « Belmont? 




Mm 


I have recently, observed an instance of 
lax handling, of a most important patter in the 
Domestic Intelligence Division , Specifically ,. dn 
agent under your supervision received a mem ordngum 
from the Indianapolis, Field Division on June 4, 

1954,' setting forth information ' indicating o possible 
leak of security information ffom FBI files * Although 
this supervisor should have, noted from the content 
of the Indianapolis memorandum that it should have 
been brought immediately to the attention of his, of- 
ficial Superior he~ did* not do so until June 10, 1954 • 
After he had discussed this matter with the supervisor 
in charge * of the Administrative, and. Correlation Desk 
in the Internal Security Section j$f the Domestic 
Intelligence Division on June, 10, 2954, the supervisor 
in charge did not report this information to his sec * 
tion chief until the, late afternoon of June 11, 1954 • 

-- ' ' Jtf 

I have continually stressed the neqpss'^hy^ 
for bringing such matters of importance immediately 
to the attention of the appropriate Bureau off tpfdls^ 
and J shall expect you to take immediate stepb^t^ , <=^> 
insure that there is no’ recurrence of such a si i lib t ton 
•among the personnel of the Borne sti c“Xflte Ilf genWii' r ^*~ » / 


Ditiisiioni 








- l -i 1--- 

l r offer _ 

Fery triflf V6%ts, 

i ^ 

J# Edgar* Hoover * ^ 0 * 

■ -T— — *<- ' - 


DCM’gps fas-— 
no? KrYzBoai 

COMM - FBI 

JUN1.7 1954' 

MAILED 31 


ardman (Personal Attention) 


\ Very] triilf Vblirs, 

J . - y ' I N! t ^ r„ 

f\hr- ' Edgar’ Hcovay 

_ . i _ . _ ft., 
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June. 14, 1954 

MEMORANDUM pOR MR. TOLSO N 

MR. BOARDMAN 
X, MR. BEBMONT 

' y,v r MR. NICHOLS 


1 have just learned today that Mr. Belmont failed to 
cOpflrm in 'writing the understanding which he had with representatives of 
the Criminal Division a few days ago in discussing, the Major . Inring Portia s 
case that the Bureau did not believe that the informant, whom the Department 
indicated it might desire to use in this case should he disclosed and made 
available for testimony. 

(Mr. Belmont, as f understand it* expressed this view 
orally hut failed to confirm It by memorandum to the Department, ) 1 have 
on numerous occasions, both In Writing and orally* specifically instructed 
that any discussions or understandings Md with the Department, particularly 
the Criminal Division, should' he, confirmed in writing. ) "We have on too- many 
occasions been embarrassed by the Criminal Division, particularly, claiming 
one thing and representatives of the. Bureau, claiminganothe r and it was because' 
of this that I instructed that there must he Written memoranda confirming any 
Oral understanding. 1 again reiterate these instructions and I don't want any 
exceptions made to them arany deviations fgom.thero. ^ » r i.. 7 » 

{ in connection with the above matier;~tKe Attorney General 


moral 


e"Criminal 


Division was awaiting further word from the Bureau as tdits position 
to the informant in the Pores* case^) This again prove iathd4fDlhtxha&; 
endeavored to get over for sometime, namely, (thEBEtUh Diircaw'a Only, 
is to put its position down in black and white . ObVRmsiy^e^ritnlnai 


is to put its position down in black and white . Obvt&ixsly^e-^riminat’Divismn^ 
did not understand Mr. Belmont's position given to them orally, or if tlysp djd 
they are now misrepresenting it to. the Attorney General. ^ \y 

\ i^i have taken the position .this morning in conference with V* 

if Token — the Attornay General that Iunderstood the Bureau had already a dvisedthe 

“department that it wa^op^ospdlh^^^isclosuro of this informant D. 0. 

Bureau Considered the informant indispensable.) mat tu 

Vj^aaup ..xl * % (x#8M xfeimoht .who in (Sj ^^rtnei * 

l^rlZZtEat not ^4i«peh^al>le hut meiSysaiaSSIS^ 2 ^ 

w- — — - S 







V 



Thedefinition of the word n indispensable #< ad found in the T/inston Dictionary 
is ’’absolutely necessary or requisite, or essential. " Since this informant is 
hot essential or absolutely requisite I do not see how 1 can adhere to the 
position which Ihave .taken, namely> thatthe informant should not be made, 
available iatho Peres s case. (AH ihfo'rmahts are valuable, otherwise we would 
not ho paying them, but I have construed that informants who axe absolutely 
essential to our coverage in Security spatters were indispensable and I had 
dfcsumed that this was the case on the informant in the Peress matter. However* 
since this is not the fact# memoranda, should bfe addressed to the Attorney general, 
advising hint that upon reevaluation oi this mattgry the Bureau's informant will 
be made available in the. Peress casgj) 

Hereafter, 1- desire that Messrs. Boardman and Belmont 
make up their minds before they recommend something to me and- then later 
| ascertain that the facts as 1 assumed them/to be ate hot as represented in 
memoranda to me. (it is embarrassing to take a position with the Department, 
particularly in a very Important matter, and. then have tp reverse oneself/) 

Very truly yours, 

John .EdgaX Hoover 
Dlr.gctPr 




June 88y 1954 , , 

PERSONAL ANJ) CONFIDENTIAL 


t 


i/r. Jllan H, Belmont ' 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Waehingtonj. D, C . - 


itear #r. Belmont: 


~-b 6 * 
"b7C 




Oil 




In connection with the delay in disseminating to 
another governmental aaencv certain information of a security 
nature developed concerning I l a midshipman, 

at the United States Naval Academy , I hape noted that you 
failed tQ initially analyse this vidtter completely . In a memo- 
randum submitted regarding this delay in dissemination -, which - 
memorandum teas approved by you, -it was stated t hat infor mation 


/iad 


previously develbped indicating* that Midshipman \ 
been in c on t apt with the subject of a Bureau security investi- 
gation should have been disseminated at the tine some subversive 
derogatory information was develbped in February; 1954, concerning 
the subject of^the: Bureau investigation This analysis was wrong 
as the information should have been disseminated at the time it 
was first learned that these individuals were in contact during 
Nay, 1959. ' 


» 
m 
o . 


be 

b7C 


I hays also noted in connection with this Satie martt^y 
that it was hetesodry for a memorandum prepared by you to l&e f"-* 
returned because you had failed, to thoroughly explore th'ir Peas&ri 
•why the- Kansas City Office did not make a ppropriat e disS'dm%7iavi6n 
concerning the ■ contact between Midshipman I l and the » Subject 

of the Bureau investigation * Sere again there was a failure jxn 
your part to completely analyse the sij buatt xq " ■ »®-»- 

I must insist that- you af.to 
thought and consideration in the futu, 
repetition of such delinquencies ori yopr^ffiPFiti 

ifct . 


I must insist that- you affo f5T^^K^^bter8,,mpr_e. PSJiefU 

future so that tKere^ififl be nto 
>ri rinbir-lmW. ! ' — - - - «• * 


U1 



krntf ‘ \i ®4 

* * X T^A iviL^n‘'; Mw -k it - 1 


t96W 

, -MAILER Si., t 


Vinterrowd , 
Tele. Room 
HoHomaa, 
Gandy 


v v 





John Edgars tfobyer 

D$bcto<r*, : ;- f< i^ y ' 

w - 





Ur, Jfphr 
F.X. .EiitsarcJa 


-rf u 


fj ■ June JSy 2954 • 


Inforzati on Concerning 

iM jir sr&isr of*aovmmmT m 

BISSEUmATlZG ZKISPIUTIOM TO 031 ' 

^ ' " * *- 


loti- rsill recall that ] I is one, 6f the 3 

midshipmen whose' coTjiisptone were recently held up bij the united States 
Kauai Academy bo cans o of theif allegedly being dec urity risks, AS a - 
result h f inquiry into the quest ion o f Whether periir,cht in formation ifi> 
Bureau Hies conCerninct l 1 ms properly and promptly disseminated* ' 

the following delinquencies, have been rebooted on the part, Vf supervisory 
personnel at the Seat of Ooperment, (Separate memoranda are bein.0 sub** 
kitted, regarding derelict tout on the part pf field personnel ,fn ibis be 
matter)*' ■ . . hlc 


% The. Kansas 8ity t*ftc& sUbhi tied' a report dated fulfy l3' s 1033* 
f received in I nternal S ecurity Section at Bure au lulu 31* 2953,) which 
re fleeted that\ 1 had written a letter to I \ 

jta,tier-£ 


Sybfect .of a. Security 


C investigation. Th is -in formati on ads de- 


by the 


velaped as a result of a radii caper maintained on 
Kansas- City Office * The Kansas City report set out a lead for Baltimore 
to' idsntifv t I at the Uni ted States K auai Acadeky- and determin e the 

exten t of' his. association isith I ~l Baltimore 1 verifie d that I I 

I tg as a nidshis man at the Kauai Academy and that lie. is the \ I 


l This information was reported, in Baltimore report 
dated August 27* 1953* (received tn internal Security Secti or i-Sept emb er l 
l$53‘h The. in formation regarding contact: between Midshipman I l and 

' - - - ^ not disseminated io-^031 (Office of Kaval 

, '1934.* ' ■■ ' hfi 1 




security saMec^'l 
Intelligence), until April 


"be 

b7C 


Tho\_ 


1 oast was Supervised at the tSSat of Sgae rnnent 
prior tb Sep+embsr 4> .1353* fiy SA Supervisor I ~l» te&O ws 

responsibl e for dissem inating the information whori it das. first received, 
Sune rv i sot I I does* dot recall this case among- the which, 

cake over bis desk , . JJe expressed sincere regret that he had not dissotti- 
tnated tke \ \ in *‘oTcaiion to: OUT*-.. . 

Ladd..— i -2J • - 

W4i 4 19S3,fthe | I case was* feassi Sped to 

' #t Cf •¥ i 1. ^ ^ — . J. u 1 I a. ’L M J> la i %t'J* J»Vt> J#l 1# 

RoVeifJ^£ii£ *• fl»,vvv .* r 'v v ■« ^ - -- - - -- -- — ■ ■ ~ 

Tracy ,,,» JY, -f. 

T&Jfl&ggk 

Personnel files of B As \ 

Holloman t J}f t# CtO ?) 

uu AMbhments (5) ' 


Wehots.^-* ~ , 

MXL^CT)tai . , , 

ciSfCE&ps^^ due is & change th bTfi ce jLt^orinm± 

^'^rsar Short dees n&b recall specifically: reviewing the 


& 


o-* ■ , 


} Short j Baumgardner apfi 'Assistant 


be 

blC 






be 

b7C 


but states fie mutt have dene so. as it to hie eiisSoa to review a case 
assigned, to kin ac a r Gault of a change of off ice of ori gin,. Mo atten- 
tion 'was flagged to ike infornatton concerning I I by Ui meavo. lie 

letter dated iSarch 23, 2954, requesting auifa riiit to tnte ruiepl 


wV& 


r 


He 


Shis letter mentioned correspondence 
thereupon diaoenlnaied the- infornatton to CHl on -April 
copies of 3 investigative reports', Be expressed regret that this in for 
nation was not disseminated previously," ‘ b6 


and r~ 
~ 1 , 1056 ^ 




blC 


In d memorandum submitted bit Hr* Belmont on. Ju ne 9* 295 4* re- . 
garding the failure to disseminate infornatton Regarding I I to 081, 

the stat ement was wade that PHI should have been . advised, concerning 
r \ l ajHm receipt of a Heu lark report dated February 3, iDSdV which 

^ reflected sops subversive derogatory information regarding] k 

It was point ed, cut that 081 ads not advised when it was ft ret determined 
the \ I had boen in conta ct with\ I during Day , 1953, because 

at that tine information that \ -was possibly a Communist Party 

member had not been verified • zne Mirocior c omaented, Vfhis tsas wrong. 

We should have- advised 081 th May, 1953 f not as you state, in February^ - 
■ 2954* > ft _ • - be - 

- ' ' - b7C 

It is further noted that theintttal memorandum prepared by 
Ur, Belmont tn connection with the failure to properly disseminate the 
information in this instance, failed to -thoroughly explore the reason, 
why the Kansas city Office did hot make a ppropriate di ssemination, to 
* 081 concerning contact between V~ I and I |» It was therefore 

necessary for Mr* Boardmm to- return tt& namrahdvn to Mr, Belmont; for in* '■ 
elusion of this information, 


PECO mf88PATIQfWt " ; be 

- - ■ _b7C 

3A Supervisors" ~l Hon -Yota rent 


Ur, Belmont recommended that 3A \ L who supervised the 

lease at the seat of Covertment until September 4, 1953, be 

censuroa . ror hie f ailure to diss eminate to O WX information concerning the 
fact that | | had written to \ I in Uay, 295 3, Mr* Boar dman 

recommended. censure and probation, painting but that SA | | failed 


>1 Gityjceport. dated July 29, 2953, and Bali tr.ore report dated August 37, 

saggy- - -■ ' " 


Belmoot *.*. 
Harbo __ 
Mohrl™_ 
Parsons «« 

Rosgn._ 

Tamm . 

Sizoo 

TFiotcrrowd _ 
Tele* Rloom . 
Holloman 

Gandy _ __ 


Ike Administrative: Division recommends? 


be 

b7C 


(2) Shat Super uico r [ 


] be c ensured diid placed on 


~ 2 




. ' 1 ' * 

( 2 ) That hid pending reallocation to Grade G3 t 14 be f cahcclle4 
and that he he reconsidered for such? reallocation tfy September j 2054* 

(it io noted tha t by memorandum dated June £> 2254; it tsaa recommended , 
that I I be r eallocated to Grade CS»1& and this recoimeh&atton 

i&sa subAeguentlp approved by the Mifecto+r* However, action to e ^4ff.edt 
the actual regllocatfo p has bpen held in ukepaAP# pending outcome of this 
■patter cmgf l I has not been ddviked of hi s reallocation)* . 


SA Supervisor James 0, Short* Non-Veterahr 


' " I ■»( -X tt lf 

Mr, Belaont recommended that SA. Shorty isho assured sdpervtsibn 
of the Strassberg cake oh" September 4m 2$$3j be' censured f6r htc failure r 
to disseminate thp. information concerning pollack until April 2* 1954* 

Mr* Boardman dpneurvedi ' , 4 - ' 


The Administrative Division concurs in Me above recommendation* 
that SA Short be censured fprjiin delay in disseminating Mis information 
of ter he assumed supervision oftho- jStrassberg case* More Severe action 
is not being recommended in view of this agent** excellent prior record 




a a a supervisor at the Feat of Government, (as refloated by the attached 
permanent brief) and the fact that the original respo nsibility fo r dio~ 
semination of this information rested vtith Supervisor I 1 'mho 

supervised this case, prior to September 4j 2953* 


Jo 6 


Section Chief Fred JV tavrcardner* I'oh-Teisranf 

Hr* Helmut and L'r. fcardnan, recommenced *hat Z catfcrr Chief 
faur.gafdner o<* the Internal Security Section be censured for his failure 
to completely analyse this case prior to preccntati on to the lirccicr 
as reflected by the statem ent in th e memorandum of Juno V* ,29bdj that 
the information concerning I l ah.oi:Ig have boon furnished CSf upon 

receipt of mu Torh rqport dated February 3,. J£Z4 r uhen the inf ormation 
should have been dissem inated at the tine foe first learned that \ 
had written | i-ay* 1.933% 

Ike fdrin i at rati v e Zivisien concurs. 



f/ ' 
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DECLASSIFICATION AUTHORITY DERIVED FB.OH: 
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UNITED STdk&S GOVERNMENT 



Tolsoq — 

DATE; Jlme IS, 2954 &-■ 


INFORMATION CONC^pyiNG 


W/ks^3~ 

/ Moh r ,„ 

Ti«mo« 
Tele. Roc 
llollotXA 
SI zoo Mw 
Mi*# G*a< 


be 

b7C 


5SS 

5? 


CO 


be 

b7C 



cy 

Xfit'Ul/fy C £ iDitf 

2954, the 7«eo«o/^riLrraL«r 0r °J dUW *° *'°“'***«* J*ne JO, 
fBfiWrwdffw rifrta.gr on 6 rf/Ject 0 ^^?* d< ? " ot carry our 

"”»»<> JO, JS54, cnr^l’mi it' 1*1 ar tte-up in «» Mwran*/"/ 
director 'a question as to uhif it toot a P ect f ica *lV *<> anaoer tA« 

^raatrilL^"’ *° ffo* *he- idlntZltnTottVr i ^ S3 1 n , t0 

jffinom W J *l s frnms[ Julian a/’’*?”' 

b:”r rm j“" o/ -sre* sjJ'j&se.** /or “ in 

W 4 T^oZe^rlTtZ 1? > f 5S > - «2T«*»*2iS ,,Md 

'^heinteruiee, s,as oonMTd 12V" "C” 0 * ie ^nomsul/eot, 

'S&XZ^jSg SSSvf fAVvv* 

C= L3& ^ gB ^ < ^ * ZTaT/etr^ 

• mt uaiOi S Kvde¥J l ' e ~ F °*° nao S<»ar°yauaJ < V i '' ™ d OTJ bn* ^ 

4 * “« *»>» *•'•«»»«. VV?S"V"a t ?™V d * Ae » 

V. .'OV.H&*, * ■’ nue3tt Option would 

*»*»• *urelkh?l?i? t Z. 0 W c J ■ rir = t retorted! &%g ~ J9S&-. 

^nteutqeno , > 

;3 ^32 ; S5^- ■—?* «fl!\ 


II 


cc ~ i - jldrtfni^! 
ASBsrno *$V 







ip, 

j c a j 

i DATE iDS-ZZ-ZOlO 

\ 

. to ,, MR. L. V. BOARDMAN 


ao« i MR. A. H 


• UNITED sTA‘ 



OVERNMENT 


SUBJECT: 


c 


-HjE ORMAT^W'' nnNnERWTfl r* 


71 67 - 4 ^ £; d YJ^ftr 
m TSrtT mtA ' <7. rifcu. 

>W 


dearelopelj there. 


1 


, With reference to my memorandum to you 
^^w Cbo «r,^' n< * u i? ?e< '*» "How did we come to interviewf 

1954? We had a mail cover on him- in Mayj i , y5 l ‘t'. u, "“ a- ' fchirtvidrnr** 

“is ° r r vas c i r ^ ° i,r ‘^ ing ** wsj. - s 3 ^ ts^ssj 

Divisidir 


l — __ — _ — _ — i'* j iu * u b J- 7 ?; , ajs an investigate 

w ? s » a p tnat time, in Columbia, thssouri,jr(Khnsa ( s^Ci.t.v 
subversive activi ty concernin g his activi&S%S 9 $8 

to® :^, gus £’ J .i L953 » I moved to GS^^ii&irasiwros 

omL D d& Auluf t d ^l o2^ 0f S e C ?k\ w * s transferretHb Minneapolis 

T/ ^ 31 > 1953 * From that time until interview authorized on 

whetfilr ^ p-nneapolis Off ice conducted investigation to determine 

SSg^ gg|agg|? C ^gAoe 

was^j.nterviewed oh 1-Jay 27, 1954. at Grand Pnrirc 7J/^*r»4* V\ 7,-Z. 4- ^ ts* 


& 

•Cl 


) , , Tl? • ~r " . , u i iAce was aupnorized to do this on Ma' 

garn i shed f smmapy^of ttls^rtCT^ieS^June 1 ^; 1954^ whioh^SSeted 115 

" H 4. a S mlt J e ? ^ternational Workers Order membership 

Jo^*^& b + b would not furnish information concerning other individuals 
S ^ S ^fJ la K ^operative during the interview, bit terminated it 
^ f^ in & *iad another appointment. Minneapolis advised a complete 
|repor$i on the results of the interview was being submitted on June 9 b6 

Im -flb’to this ifj e 0 el r 4 ’ “ ^J 1 be ^eaiitoly disseXS e to’ b7c 
vim A. -=vp PQ tnis T.-Itno we have nn dofinlto -? — > — ijl. 7 


kctivjf? by I th1 Y S® Stff. f a ^ l n l te l J i ? f ?S?; ti 2 n of .subversive 


^-^Taf the efl^Tf ° 1 h! ^ ?ns?ruked 


S?,h^ ^ n ?!E£4-? road tr ^^r^rjJiOj^t^ In May 18, 1954,- * 

o. Grand Forks fiihfllvf ftfllis ton . a Ad ' 


driving. He covdr&j. 
Bit&iarclc, North Dak* ' 
Porkir^prth Dakota 


A I 




-JK)W-*K J-IW. , 

,t 


*^teini^ativ,e-,fliyi^on, ~ir"S 

bachaen^^f^ / >• 


Attachfi&e.^ 


., , n Kl i i 

:t "‘ <& 

m.. 

BECEI 



the Grand 
present 





J 






I 

I 


Assistant Director Alan E* Pclront* 


L'r* Belmont ygcoaaendgd 'that ha alto be censured for 


*he 


]casa prior to presentation 

. 19£d s as set out a bode# 

Ur* Ppardman concurred and also Tccorrenied that l I t* leluont he, censured 


failure to completely* analyse the 

to the Director in his memorandum of June £» 


because it mas necessary tor Ur* Bcardman to repum an initial memorandum, 
prepared by l'r* Belmont because of the letter's failure to explore, the 
reason mhy Kansas City Office had not m ade appropriate dissemination 


concerning the contact between [ 




> 


The Administrative Division concurs# 


I 


Additional BeconPandaticm 

Ur* felnant aid t f* Pcardxan further recommended that the 
attached SAC letter he sent to the field setting forth the Bureau's re- 
sponsibilities to disseminate derogatory, information concerning members- ^ 
of the armed forces* Appropriate manual editions are ctlse being prepared 
by the Domestic Intelligence Division* 

The Administrative Division cop curs* „ ~ 

Separate memoranda are being submitted regarding failure’ cn the 
pdrt of personnel in the field to carry out t hair responsibilities in 
this ratter* 


PZPMAHEH? BSIBP 3 CT TUB ISD 30 P 7 BL PILES CP CAs aSPXtPSTCJ* 3 ZC 2 T* 

BApmAmwER Am assistant mnwertpi.. bejmcvt abb attached* 





D 


|\ the Espionage Section on rriday, January S, 1954. « «“«$£* 

U«to Supervisor on Monday, January 11, 1954. Since me tele VP 
' revealed that the Many had been odm t«d, « oon/“rntn 9 

to /urnisfr the data tn the Bureau s f Bureau 1 ^ indices 

the identification of I I JJJV dictated by Supervisor Otho A. 

Uupsr-e checked and a le**er Jo ONI wae JJd Thursday, 

"roporfcooeKnp the"i nlYrtul Sm“[ZZ=l '**'* f 54 ’ 

“’T , Arniehfdtf VheZoorde Adninietration Branch in the 
Department on January 18 19S4, Cld the letter of transmittal 

to ONI was dictated on January 16, 1954, being 3en j 
Bureau on Wednesday, January SO, 1954 • 

be 

nzanmmNLATlON : :b7c 

TheiBaltimorej Office was derelict in that they took 
l -twenty days in^which 'to (i otify the Bureau, buMe^pe dated 

Tnnuaru 7 1954 . following their interview with \ 1 on 

December 17, 1953 . The Baltimore Agent w ho participated j » 

, \ interview and submitted the report ff* I , . . .. .„L ror 

1 j recommended be censured in my memorandum of* /or 

his failure to notify ONI promptly re Midshipman \ | «££« . 

receipt of original information o f correspo ndence between | 1 

t , and r J I in July, 1953 . SA\ ] should also he ^ 

|) critici sed for his failure to promptly report the identification of 


Since the Navy had been advised of the possible Navy 
interest in this matter o n December 16, 1953, and of the 
identi fication of\ | by Baltimore on December 17, 1953, I 

\\ believe the handling of the final dissemination to ONI by the 
n Domestic Intelligence Division was proper • 

I See addendum page three • 


V v 




o 


o 


b6 
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ADDENDUM t June 13, 1954 LVBjWUJ 


With reference to Special Agent f ~l I have 

recommended in the attached memorandum dated June 10, 1954, that 
this Agent be censured, placed on probation and transferred, and 
his letter, of censure should include this additional delinquency * 



-b6 

b7C 


J recommend that Mr* Belmont be censured because the 
initial memorandum prepared by him was sent back to him by me 
because of hi3 failure to thoroughly explore the reason why the 
Kansas City Office did not make appropria te dissem ination to ONI 
concerni ing the cont act between Midshipman I I and security 

subject | y 


s 


b6 

b7C 


I recommend that I be .censured for having failed, to 
insist that Belmont submit initially a suff iciently thorough 
explanation concerning Hie I L phase of this matter • 

It was necessary for the Director at the tike I dis cussed this 
matter with him telephonic ally to point out to me that I had failed 
to explain the situation existing as to the alleged two-month 
delay of notification to ONI as reflected in paragraph one, 
page "two* memorandum dated June 10, 1954, of L * B* Nichols 
to Mr* To Is on* For this omission I reoommend that I be given a 
letter of * censure* 


L* V?4Boardaan^^>* 


- 3 



A 
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Attachment 



'■ rr rK -,.v v; .* 

o 





s-s.tSOT.ssjSs w ^p^“ s t„ 

toom.^BTO^wa^awav^'sA ? 11 ttttem P{ :9d to contaot Rssidant°Ag 8 nt 
SA Brown to condSot a ioint L,..,..,, 1 3 >*f=<J u «=ntly arranged with 
19Sk,°2 wM ch date SA ^^ Zull S^&S^g; 

UO the HiJieapolis e officJ d at n 7ao p!m 19 «aA 2fi A ^WT— ^ return ed 
dictate the results of the interview uAtiWune 9 ^ 19 51 . H ® tsAC^ 
C. 0 . Lynum of the Minneapolis office advised that SAl ASAC | 
iLateiy dictate the results of the interv iew with 

case. ASAC Lvnum advise h. .J?. th 5 n .. th6 


be 


^ nu 4 .i;u oaa a greater orioritv t-hnn 4-u« 

^d e distance L Swlved iS the^ntervi tha h ° f the Jj-Peumatarioes 

economically as possible^ a^thlt sincf tl T **** ft | 3 prornptl y a * d 
othe I* mnr*A ^TTY-va/l-t 4-4 p a since SA I I was handling 


— v^T OUj UJ 

economically as possible, and that since <sa I 1 r/ aa u* 

action mO^ Whi^e 0 it :tiOU ^r^ CaSeS, hs recoinmended no administrative ~ 
as ^0 s si bl^under tSf c^^st^s^rr^^ ^ V* 

SfSr«w a 


ri 

] 


1 the*™™??™* J° di3 ! era ination of information to ONI on 

Wil ssrsriSissLjf*^ Th^Di^rtor 6 !" advi3 °? 

SrogwZ ln?o™atr 3POn ^^ U?y ° f 

srSfr s'srsss c s^ssr* 


A complete analysis of the T 

■S. O rvwk 1 1 Ar*X . . I 1 


case 


« vv^aouo cuittiyaia Oi 

that up to September, 1953. theT 

by Supervisor I | c 1 na -° *»ujw 

jI.-Z” v TT or I J, wno was responsible for 

\ vs 4 -L . _rt j , 


file reflects 
was supervised 


disseminating 7na information when it was f irs^received 1 * The 

of ^h^rnaf 1 that th K Kansas cit y office first reported the results 
ox tne mail cover by report dat^d igc? * * 5 0BU ±Z3 

,i Internal Security Section of the Bureau oA Sy’p? 8C ?«? d ^7 the 

/ out a lead to Baltimore to identi^l^^^ at the'wavfi'JS ng 

r trifle !!*™ , his a3 T l atl r^ th L ! ^ Bait ” y 

veniied that) Jwas at the Academy and established that he 


bo 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 





'&S 


C5 



was tha brother o£<\ I Ne w York b6 

Baltimore set out leads to New Haven and New York to check* b? 

L ,l„ I background by report dated August 27 , 1953, received 
in the inte rnal Security Section on September 2, 1953. Supervisor 
I m t — | states he does not recall this case among the hundreds 

which c ame over his desk. The Baltimore report verifying 

T — b — J attendance at Naval Academy was reoeived two days 

?^? re . the . casa was assigned to Supervisor Short on September k. 
? ue to chan S e in office of origin: how ever.l aSH!sa f 

£r57i led J ! 5? Bal P imore report. I ~ I sincerely r egrets 

jhe did not disseminate the I I Information to ONI. \ 

nas been an above-average Supervisor • 

Supervisor James G# Short* who has handled this case 
since September, 1953, advises that it is his custom to review 

a ! a result of change of office of origin. 
He states that while he does not recall specifically, he must 
have reviewed this file. He says h is attention was flagged to 
», concerning I I by Minneapolis letter of b6 

March i8, 1954, requesting authority to int erview ^~[ b7c 

This letter mentions correspondence betweenl lattd the — 

subject. Short thereupon disseminated the information to ONI 
on April 1, with copies of three investigative reports. Short 
wa3 not disseminated previously. Short has been one 
of the better Supervisors in the Division and his work has been 
above average. 


n _ SAC Alden of Baltimore on the morning of 

June ll, 1954* He said Baltimore covered the lead in Kansas 
City rep ort of July 13, 1953, at Ann apolis and verified that a 

V who was the brother of Mrs. I I of b7c 

'Jamaica, New York, wa s there. Baltiiauz»e set out leads to get 
further background on I I bv report dated August 27, 1953'. 

Alden said no dissemination was made at Baltimore to ONI* as 
Baltimore did not have the compl ete facts or the extent of any 
proven derogatory information on | , He said on December 

* * ■*■“33, Baltimore wrote to Minneapolis, which was then office 
‘of origin, (no copy to the Bureau) referring to Baltimore report 
of August 27_. 195 % and stating that Baltimore had not disseminated 
*° as Baltimore did not have complete facts, in this letter 

Baltimore requested Minneapolis to make dissemination to ONI if 
the facts regarding warranted dissemination. 
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The I nformatio n from the mall cov er In Wav. 

reflecting that was in contact with 

at Kansas City, and was reported by Special Agent V 


J953, 

origina ted 


^3, ^953. Kansas city had a basic r esnonsibilitv 

1 S3 Of fifiA rtf' rtT*1 crfn f.A ana +Vkn+- 4*U^ ^ a I I * 


- v — * — w* vjr **au a uaoj 

"I or igin to see that the contact between _ 

(Midshipman, and I a security subject, was disseminated 

[If—*-"— * - 1 


3 a 


3 had not b een 


I to ONI, even thougn the allegations against 

1 verified* I spoke to Supervisor petzner of cne Kansas city office 
on the mor ning of June 11. He said the Kansas City file on be 

Jdoes not reflect any dissemination to ONI, nor was anv hie 


.question raised by Kansas .City as to .dissemination other than the 
submission of the routine report to the Bureau on July 13, 19^3 
J£ • Petzner said that SAC Robey, now SAC at Birmingham, handled 
1 the cor respondence in the \ | case and initialed Aeent 

L _l report. Agent I 1 was transferred to Albuquerque on 

December 18, 1953* I see no point in calling SAC Robey and Agent 
I . p f 3 ^ha file speaks for itself. We recommend that their 
attention be called by letter to their failure to see that 
dissemination was made. 






i ••’ ■■ o' 
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I talked to ASAC Curt Bynum of the Minneapolis 
Office on June 11, 1954* regarding the handling of the case. 

I pointed out that when Minneapolis took over as office of 
origin in September, 1953* a review of the file would have 
disclosed that dissemination to ONI had not been made and 
Minneapolis had a responsibility to raise the question. He stated 
that Inasmuch as the Bureau had received five copies of the Kansas 
City report dated July 13* 1953* it was a logical assumption by 
Minneapolis that the Bureau had disseminated copies of this report 
to ONI. I pointed out that Baltimore had written to Minneapolis 
on December 2, 1953* specifically raising the question of 
dissemination. He advised that it was apparent that Minneapolis 
should have raised the question at that time. H e stated th at the be 
case is c urrently being handled by Special Agent | | hn 

I ~~l who also handled it in December, 1953* He advised that 

\ is presently in North Dakota attempting to reinterview 
Strassber g. He stated t hat the security supervisor up to February, 
1954* wasf L who has since resigned. Therefore, he is 

unable to determine what reason existed for the failure of 
Minneapolis to disseminate to ONI or raise the issue upon reoeipt 
of the Ba ltimore letter in December, 1953* The failure of Agent 
I in this respect should be included in the letter of 
censure previously recommended above. be 

talc 

f It seems apparent to me that there was a general f allure, 

both in the* field and the Seat of Government, to promptly recognize 
in this cas e that the N avy should be notified of the contact between 
land I [ regardless of the fact that the allegations 

against f | nave not been pr oven and reg ardless of t he fact 

that the exact; relationship between I ~~1 and f | had not 

been determined. Bureau manuals specifically require the field to 
advise the Bureau promptly of any possible derogatory information 
concerning Government employees. The manuals are not as specific 
concerning members of the Armed Forces. There is a general 
requirement in the Manual of Rules and Regulations, Section 5* 

Page 2, that information wholly within the jurisdiction of another 
agency should be forwarded promptly to that agency and ”in these 
instances it should be made clear to the' agency having jurisdiction 
that the information being furnished by the Bureau is Unsubstantiated 
and has not been verified in any way.” Also, the Delimitations 
Agreement requires each member agency to exchange freely and 
directly with the other information in all matters of mutual 
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interest, m order to crystallize our responsibility 

dissemination of possible, derogatory information 
concerning members of the Armed, Services to the appropriate 
agency, there is attached an SAC Letter setting forth those 

insSSai?^ 11 ^ 08 ^ F 1 We are Propping additional 
instructions to be included in the manuals to specifically 
cover dissemination in security cases. 


■b6 

b7C 


attK . . 4 Th ! Washington Field office advises that an unknown 
subject in c i v ilia n filftfthgA{ visited the Soviet Embassy on ^ ^ 

?° v ®J 0r 1953* andlprooeeded to the Ambassador Hotel infe^f (U) 

an automobile bearing California registration where he lateK^ 
picked up four other unidentified individuals and departed from 
"fsLington. Unknown subject case was opened by the -Washington 
Field Office^ on November 13, 1953. On .November 18, 1953, the 
Washington Field Office wrote to the California department of 
Motor Vehicles and they advised by letter-dated November 25, • 

•*■953, received by WFO on November 10. hWA ?ar question 


was registered, to 
Records at the Am hassacio 
disclose that one 


1 California.- 

Hotel checked December 12, 1953, b 6 


T HOtJC 

had registered during October, 1953, b7c 
'§^-2®.? 4 8 N.ava-1 Academy, Amapglis;. oh the possi- 

SsS’t? ? I . I }tM the. byen though riot 

4-953.,- ihe .date ih'qriestibn, 

W0-a8yised the Biu?£au and. Baltimore ;by airtel ori December 12, 

“•^33, which was- received in the ^Espionage Sebtiori, December Hi, 
^933. Bureau, indices ..were cheeked and, ONI- was advised by letter 
December 16^, 1953* ./concerning 1; he E mbassy contact 

on ■! nf Iqv* trt au T.irt +• Vi I 



oxio i anoaBsy conLflQE an d Ithat 

the Bureau contemplated an Interview with] Twas 

interviewed December 17, 1953. a t Annapolis with the knowledge of 
the Navy. £He identified I as £ visitor to the Soviet 

Embassy j ONI and the Naval Academy were notifi ed at An napolis F<X /rr, 
on December 17, and. we stopped investigation as I ~ I was the^^- 
Navy 1 s responsibility. 1 1 


<U) 


I 


- 6 - 



I 

} 


-a 







RECOMMENDATIONS : 
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b7C 


IV. * 



1. Regarding th^Shimela case, 
fled vl si tor to the S oviet Embassy o: 
I possible Navy asp ect 
Iwith the owner of the 



t the u nident 1 - 
had af^&J (uj 


ovember 

_ when we found that]"* | ,. possibly 1 f3entlc& 
the car used by the subject, had registered at the 

' this on December i? , 


Ambassador Hotel during October 1953. We learned. 

1953T notTflea-QNI' "on “December J.b and interviewed] 

^avai_!Cs ariP)piy o n December 17 ^ /iTe* ident ified | 

to 'the Embassy. and me notlfTed. ONI, and the Naval" Academy at-Annapol 


as 


"^lat the 
thevisitor 


(U) 1 ' 


o^this on December .17 ' and ceased ‘investigarion . ‘ It appears we took 
prSHSpt action once we had: learned of a Navy aspect.. The question is 
should we have handled this case as a special from Its' inception? We 
have a heav y volume of cases arising [from contacts_at the Russian 
Embassy" flowing from telephone contacts, personal visitors and mail 
coverage faveraoijpg j\09 per monthly Most of these contacts wash ou 


(U) 


as legitimate or of 
suspicious on its fac 
is handled as a sped 
was not, on its face, 
fcontact cases H Any oj 
T?o handle them all *o: 
.investigative burde 


ttle consequence. Any contact appearing 
or reflecting Government or mili tary emp loyment 
. The other cases are not. The I l ease vm 

suspicious. We checked it out as w.e do all 
e. of these cases can turn out to be important., 
a special basis will materially increase the 
on the field. I recommend that we point out 



to the field by letter that any one of these cases can have important 
aspects until resolved; consequently, the cases should receive preferred 
handling, requiring immediate assignment and correspondence by alrtel. 

In addition, as atrpresent, any cases involving possible Government 
employment or military employment or where suspicious circumstances 
exist must be handled as specials . This will increase the speed of 
handling of these/ cases but will still limit those cases to be 
handled as specials to those instances which, on their face, warrant 
special handling, 
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"^he 


2. Regardfecf^fche ’interview with| 
this was conducted by a road- trip Agent from Minneapolis m 
State of North Dakota within thirteen days after Minneapolis got 

1 Bureau authority. I feel the Inter view itself was handled within 
a reasonable time. Age nt I 1 re tu rned to Minneapolis on the 

night of May 28, but aid not cicua xe unti l june 195U-. Despite 
€M*TScT^eK3T other expedite matters, this interview reflected 
at least partial admissions of Communist activity by Stracsberg 
and, .therefore, became of sufficient importance to report promptly 
to the Bureau. I,, therefore, believe that Agent I I should 

be censured for his failure to promptly report the results of the 
interview. He should also be censured for his failure to 
disseminate or see that dissemination had been made to ONI when 
Baltimore specifically raised the issue by letter dated December 2, 

^fl953. . 


** I 


/? , MV £* £ w* ^ 

3 . In my memorandum of June 9, X 19$k-> we stated that 
ONI should have been advised concerning Pollack upon receipt of 
a report from New York dated February 3> 195^* This is incorrect© 

V/e should have disseminated this information when we first received i 

an indication that Pollack, a Midshipman, had written to the 
subject of one of our security Investigations regardless of how much j 
proof we had developed against the subject. The recommendation in my 
memorandum of June 9 represented faulty thinking on my part and on 
the part of Section Chief Baumgardner. It is our policy to i 

disseminate such information promptly and I am reiterating that j 

policy to all Supervisors in the Division. I, therefore, recommend * 

that letters of censure be directed to Baumgardner and myself for $ 

failure to completely analyze this case prior to presentation to 




4 



4* A thorough^ Review of the| |file reflects 

that Supervisor James G.J(short took over supervision of the file in 
early September, 1953* /$ have previously recommended that he be 
censured for his failure to disseminate the., information concerning 
I to ONI prior to April 1, 1954. Prior to September . 1953, 
this case was supervised by Supervisor | [ It was 

I I responsib ility to disse minate Inform ation concerning 

the fact that | l had written to | |in May, 1953* The 

Bureau was on notice concerning this as early as July 21, 1953, 
when we received a report from the Kansas City Office, setting out 
^the results of the mail cover. I reoommend that| |be 

censured for his failure to disseminate this Information to ONI* 
lb should be noted that Mr. | has been a Special Agent 

since March 2, 1942. He has advised me that during his entire 
'Bureau career he has never received a letter of censure. He has 
been performing in an above-average manner since his assignment 
to the Domestic Intelligence Division. 

ADDENDUMS (6/11/541 b6 

guperulaor l | failed to observe the necessity b7 

for dissemination on receipt and review of report of Kansas City 
dated 7/13/53, and Baltimore report dated 8/27/53 • I reoommend 
censure and probation • 

J concur in a letter of censure for Supervisor Short • 

jfeL.V.BOARWAN 


5. In fsreoommended that letters of censure be i directed 

I to SAC Robey, now at Birmingham, and Special Agent Sam EJrCain, 
now in Albuquerque, calling their attention to the failure of the 
Kansas City office, as office of origin, to see that appropriate 
dissemination to ONI was made relative to the contact between 
Midshipman Pollack and security subject Strassberg, 

ADDENDUMS (6/11/54) 

It is the basic respons ibility of the field to insure that 
proper dissemination is made • If Agent Cain had been alert to 
this responsibility, this entire situation would have been avoided . 
J recommend oensure and probation for Agent Cain, and concur in 
c ensure for SAC Robey ♦ 

L . V, BOAR DM AN 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


DATE: June 7, 1 



SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE 
FORT MONMOUTH , NEW JERSEY , AND 
FEDERAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS LABORATORIES, 
NUTLET, NEW JERSEY 


My memorandum to you dated 5-11-54 summarised 
Section VI of the brief prepared in this matter . Section 
‘was an analysis of possible current problems in connection with 
matters brought up during the current McCarthy-Amy controversy . 
On page 4 of that memorandum it was pointed out that on 4-21-58, 
the Bureau advised the Army that our Newark Office would review 
First Army files at Fort Monmouth and the Federal Telecommunica «*. 
tions Laboratories concerning possible espionage activities, any k 




thereafter we requested the Arpy to furnish Thotostats of the 4i/a* 




f I necessary material for review f but the Army failed to furnish 
jijtfte necessary Photostats V The Director inquired if statement 
■ relative to failure of Army to furnish Photostats was accurate 
as he recalled that they finally did so after a great delay. 

The recollection of the m rector is correct . We finally obtained 
r.-the Photostats after Army could not handle them all and our 
New York office had to assist them. What transpired is that on 
7-8-53 Bureau instructed Newark to request Army to furnish Photo- 
stats of ,i^aterial for review. On 8rr7-53 Newark advised that Army 
indicate&'it would tike approximately 3 weeks to complete Photostats 
On 8-18-53 Newark- advised that Army Photostating had bogged down, 
was being delayed , and in order to expedites matters our New Yo rk 
Office »*inei;TUc*bed to J%0to$tcxt uppvoxihcitel^j^SO/) ^A tmv J dfljtgiev 
on the Federal Telecommunications ^b fiffigorie 

The statement in my memorandum of 
been more properly, phrased had it read, • 

to vromptly furnish the necessary Photostats and our New Torfc 
I Office had to assist them . 11 ^isrmejiwrandvmjffg>s fa ^^ga^B HSf 
condensation of 38 pages in the brief. It i si 

[the interests of fonciseness the phraseology us ea^iere^di.ajnot^L^ r) 
give ifc&e full meaning^ intended * • - " 

AC TIONS 




M. '(Non.e.nnlhU is. foj>your information J 
’JsfcWe i viWcti on in • conheotibn with Jh^s. 

(see: mSxy p/tee) 
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do not reoovmerti 
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